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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 24, 2003 (9:38 A.M.) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Ready to proceed, Mr. Hesje? 

MR. HESJE: Good morning, Mr. Commissioner. 

There is a couple, likely, of preliminary matters. 
The first is — well the first has now been 
resolved, Mr. P. just walked into the room. I was 
going to indicate that he hadn't been here. So we 
are — actually, I wonder if I might have likely a 
couple of minutes just to speak to him? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes, of course. 

MR. HESJE: I haven't had that opportunity and 

he just arrived. Five minutes? 

THE COMMISSIONER: Welt, why don't we make it 10, to 

give you enough time. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 9:39 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 10:03 

A.M. ) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Hesje? 

MR. HESJE: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner. Mr. 

P. is here, this is the third time that he has 
appeared pursuant to the subpoena and your order. 

I did have the opportunity to speak with him. He 
still has not retained legal counsel, still would 
like to retain legal counsel. I'm aware a bit of 
the background. I'm aware that he has had a month 
or more to retain counsel, he had some personal 
problems in that time period. My request, with 
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some reluctance, is that he be stood over to 
January 5th in order to allow him another 
opportunity to get counsel. I would like him to 
have counsel, I think it's important that he have 
counsel. If he gets counsel and applies for 
standing it would permit — that would, then, 
allow us to have an interview with the assistance 
of his counsel, it would allow us to make 
disclosure to other counsel. I think it's still 
the preferable course of action. 

I did explain to him that it's up 
to you as Commissioner whether he testifies now or 
not, but I did indicate I would take this 
position. I also indicated that he should expect 
that he will be testifying on January 5th with or 
without counsel. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I suppose the concern I have, Mr. 

Hesje, is that if for any reason he doesn't make 
arrangements in the interim we are still faced 
with the prospect that he'll be here on January 
the 5th and he may or may not be saying I still 
want to have counsel. I don't want to pry into 
whatever steps he may have taken with respect to 
getting counsel but I suppose what I want to know 
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is has he actually spoken to counsel, whether he's 
been able to instruct them or not. And what I 
would suggest, and I don't want to delay this 
unnecessarily, but what I would suggest is you 
take another 10 minutes and find out if he has, 
actually, someone in mind and someone who might — 

MR. HESJE: He -- I can confirm that without 

the break. He had contact with counsel, I have 
spoken with the counsel he contacted — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes. 

MR. HESJE: — and appointments were set up. 

He has — well, he took steps to retain the 
counsel, to my understanding, and he can correct 
me, but he never actually met with counsel. He 
had appointments set up and had some problems, 
wasn't able to make it. I don't know whether it 
was rescheduled more than once. So he did locate 
counsel, he spoke to counsel, but he did not have 
a complete interview with that counsel so that the 
counsel could decide whether he would accept a 
retainer from him and make application here for 
standing. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Because if Mr. P. has no objection, 

it seems to me that you could phone counsel, 
because what I'm concerned about is not only that 
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he be retained but that he be available for 
January the 5th, and that's another problem. 
Granted that's a significant time from now, but I 
would be a lot more comfortable if I thought that 
counsel was available and simply waiting for Mr. 

P. to go and see him and give him instructions. 

MR. HESJE: Well, I think it would overstating 

it, based on my discussions with the counsel I 
don't think he has agreed to represent him. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I see. 

MR. HESJE: He had some reservations about it. 

He did want to meet with him. So I don't think we 
can assume -- I discussed that with Mr. P. and 
indicated that it — he's — it's certainly 
possible that he may have to seek alternate 
counsel, but that he's just going to have to get 
somebody and get somebody soon. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, Mr. P, the grave concern we 

have here, of course, is that you get counsel 
immediately so we can determine if you should have 
some standing in this respect and how that should 
be dealt with. But it places the Commission and 
all these counsel and the parties in a very 
difficult position when we don't have any 
certainty as to whether you'll be able to proceed 
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on the 5th. As Mr. Hesje has suggested, I can, if 
I conclude it's appropriate, simply say that 
you'll proceed to testify whether you have counsel 
or not. But in the meantime we have to take 
whatever steps we can to ensure that you have 
counsel, if you want to retain somebody. 

Now one possibility, Mr. Hesje, 
although I appreciate it's a further inconvenience 
— but this is really the result of Mr. P. not 
having taken action — is we could simply stand 
him over until later in the week to give him an 
opportunity to see counsel and find out if that 
person is willing to act and, if not, whether he 
gets somebody else. But as you say, apparently 
there's no indication that this person will 
necessarily act for him. 

MR. HESJE: I think that's true. All I can say 

is that I can confirm that he did attempt to 
retain counsel, how vigorously could be debated. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Right. 

MR. HESJE: And there's no — it's my 

understanding that there's no agreement in place 
for counsel to represent him. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. Well, what I'd be 

inclined to do is have Mr. P. return on Friday. 
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And, in the meantime, Mr. P. that would give you 
an opportunity to get hold of counsel and speak to 
that person and at least give them a sense of what 
this is about, and find out if they're going to be 
able to represent you and, if not, whether you can 
get other counsel. Now that's no panacea but 
perhaps it's one way of getting some degree of 
certainty about this before we adjourn, because 
I'm very anxious about what happens on the 5th. 

MR. HESJE: Right. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Does that make sense to you, Mr. 

Hesje? 

MR. HESJE: I think it does make some sense. 

Mr. P. can you do that? 

MR. P: Yeah. 

THE COMMISSIONER: So, Mr. P., it's essentially that 

today you make a call and get in to see counsel 
immediately and find out if this person is willing 
to act so that we can deal with this without 
delay. So if you're going to be represented we 
know that that arrangement has been made and when 
you return on the 5th you will be able to proceed 
then. But I can't keep delaying the proceedings 
of the Commission just because you haven't got 
counsel. This matter has got to be concluded, so 
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it's essential that you do that. When you go to 
see counsel -- well, what I'll ask Mr. Hesje to do 
is phone your counsel in a few days, that is, the 
person you intend to see, to ensure that this has 
happened so we get a sense of whether he or she is 
willing to act for you. You also could 
convenience Mr. Hesje by phoning him as soon as 
you set up an appointment so he can follow up on 
this . 


THE 

MR. 

THE 


MR. 

THE 

MR. 


HESJE: I've provided him my card and I 

think he's agreed — indicated that once he 
contacts counsel they should — he should ask that 
person to give me a call. 

COMMISSIONER: Right. 

HESJE: So we know where we're at. 

COMMISSIONER: I want you to return, then, on 

Friday of this week, Mr. P., at 9:30 in the 
morning and we'll make a decision then about what 
we do next. Do you understand? 

P: Yes, I do. 

COMMISSIONER: Very well. 

HESJE: Mr. Commissioner, we then are 

prepared to proceed with cross-examination of 
Keith Jarvis. 

COMMISSIONER: Yes. 
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MR. HESJE: Re- call him to the stand. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Good morning, Mr. Jarvis. 

MR. HESJE: Now I had circulated a letter to 

counsel setting out my view of the order of cross- 
examination. I've not heard anything contrary so 
I assume we're ready to proceed on that basis. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I gather as between counsel you 

have made a decision about how you're going to 
proceed here? The only person I see nodding his 
head is Mr. Fox, which is probably a good sign, 
but, however — 

MS. KNOX: Mr. Worme and we have agreed, as 

we 11... 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner. 

KEITH DOUGLAS JARVIS, previously sworn, testifies: 

MR. PLAXTON, examining: 

Q Mr. Jarvis, as you're aware, I'm Drew Plaxton, I 
act on behalf of the Police Association. Dealing 
with some general matters, if we can, before we 
get into some specifics of your evidence. When 
you were with the force, I believe at the time the 
Stonechild matter was brought to your attention 
you had the status of sergeant; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. And what specific training, at that point 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

in time did a sergeant have, to assume your 
duties? 

A It was basically under fire, mostly. There was 
very little training provided for anybody going 
into various sections within the Police Service. 

It was looked upon as being you've worked in this 
area for several years, you move to this area, and 
you transfer to another area, based on the fact 
that you had worked X number of years, you should 
be able to accommodate this particular division. 

Q Okay. 

A There were courses, brief courses that were 

conducted for personnel throughout the years of 
service. 

Q Okay. And as I understand, there were a number of 
you in Morality at that time; would that generally 
be the case for the other officers in Morality? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q As well as Major Crime? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now specifically, can you recall what courses you, 

yourself, would have had? 

A As far as Morality is concerned? 

Q Yeah. 
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4649 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Plaxton 

Q How about Major Crime investigation as a general 
sort of topic? 

A None that I can recall, sir. There were two-day, 
three-day workshops that were conducted within the 
department periodically, but it was incumbent on 
what division you worked in as to whether or not 
you attended. They were primarily designed for 
persons working in Detectives, for example, and if 
there were any available seats then members from 
other sections may be invited to attend those 
courses. 

Q Okay. So prior to you assuming your position in 

Morality, then, you didn't have any of these extra 
courses? 

A Not that I can recall, sir, in regards to Morality 
work, no. 

Q Okay. And once you were in were there any courses 
you were able to take? 

A Not that I recall, sir, no. 

Q Now -- 

THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me, Mr. Plaxton. 

MR. PLAXTON: Yes. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Are you moving away now from his 

training? 


25 


MR. PLAXTON: 


I was going to touch some other 
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matters, but please go ahead. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Because I have a few questions. 

Are you saying, Mr. Jarvis, that, for example, 
you'd have no training in how to deal with 
complaints in sexual assault cases, any 
specialized training? 

WITNESS: Much of it was done. My Lord, 

through working with other officers. 

THE COMMISSIONER: So you learned from somebody else, 

who learned from somebody else; is that what 
you're saying? 

WITNESS: That is correct. The initial 

training for anyone joining the Police Service 
back in 1966 was 13 weeks in the basement of the 
old police station. The training consisted of the 
Chief of Police coming down and doing an 
introductory address, the Deputy Chief coming down 
and reading verbatim, word-for-word, from the 
Policy and Procedure Manual. Legal counsel from 
the Crown Prosecutor's office reading verbatim 
from the Criminal Code. Memory and observation 
involved a table, as you see in front of you. My 
Lord, with several objects placed on it and a 
sheet thrown over it. That was referred to as 
memory and observation, where the officer 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

conducting the training would simply pull the 
sheet back, give you one minute, cover it back up 
and say, "Tell me what you just saw." That was 
memory and observation. Compared to now with the 
Saskatchewan Police College. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But in later years and, of course, 

in your final years you were in Morality, of 
course, was there no training then? I'm thinking 
of dealing with family violence situations and 
domestic violence and that sort of thing? 

WITNESS: No sir, not to my recollection. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Not even in the later years? 

WITNESS: Not that I can recall. There was 

more in the police college training at the 
Saskatchewan Police College. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But you weren't away at the police 

college taking any refreshers or updates? 

WITNESS: No, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you. 

Q MR. PLAXTON: On that point, Mr. Jarvis, were 

there refreshers or updates available to you while 
you were in active service? 

A I believe there was, sir, but again, as I said 

before, it was incumbent upon who was assigned to 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

So it wasn't your choice, someone else would 
assign you to go? 

That's correct. 

And who would that normally be, your staff 
sergeant or — 

No, sir. That would come through the training 
office and if you were available to attend they 
may request from the platoons if they had any 
members who were available that they could spare, 
that they could send up to attend the course as 
well. 

But you weren't able to go to those? 

ft may have been, sir, but I don't recall any 

offhand. 

Okay. Specifically, when it came to sudden deaths 
or similar instances, did you have any specific 
training or guidelines when it came to how to 
investigate that or specific steps that should be 
taken? 

Not that I can recall any specific training, no, 
sir. The old rule of thumb was that any death, a 
detective sergeant or morality sergeant would 
attend. And it was quite common in the early 
years for uniform members to be present as the 
initial officer attending, a plainclothes officer 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

would show up and say, fine, you can leave, leave 


the report. And the officer may or may not have 
all the information, but he was told he was 
dismissed. 

Okay. Your caseload, and I'm speaking now about 
1990, the relevant period of time here, 
approximately how many files would you, yourself, 
generally be responsible for? 

On the average, sir, anywhere from I would say 
approximately 18 to 34, at any given time. 

Any particular time, in a year, approximately how 
many would you — 

It was an ongoing thing, sir, I don't know how 
many it would be over a year. 

Okay. The force itself during that period, I 
think we have heard some evidence there was 
reorganization concerning the 1990 version of 
community policing; do you recall those days? 
Briefly, yes, sir. 

Okay. And what, basically, was that about, to 
your recollection? 

I think it was initially assigning officers to 
specific districts. I think at that time we were 
dealing with the community police office on the 
west side, on 20th Street. I stand to be 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

corrected, I believe it was around that time. And 
the idea was to get more and more police officers 
working within the community and getting to know 
the people within the areas that they were 
working. 

And the specialty units, were they impacted by the 
community policing concept? 

I think everybody was impacted around that time, 
sir, there were many transitions taking place, 
different sections were being brought into being 
and I know in '91, for example, when I was 
promoted to staff sergeant I started with a crew 
of 40 men, within 12 months I was down to 30 and 
expected to perform the same duties and cover the 
city with the same number of men. 

With the amount of work you were left with, from 
your own perception, at least, did you feel that 
you had enough time to adequately deal with all 
the files that had been assigned to you? 

I'm not sure, sir. Some of the files — yes, we 
had many files that were dormant, although they 
were ongoing, we were waiting for reports coming 
from various agencies whether it was through 
telephone traces that had been put on, whether it 
was reports coming back from pathology or autopsy 
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4655 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Plaxton 

reports and so forth. It may have required 
surveillance to determine whether or not charges 
were going to be laid on a certain individual for 
whatever type of offence. 

Q Now when it came to, let's say, in-office 

procedures, there's been some evidence that you've 
heard undoubtedly and you've testified yourself as 
to how files get assigned, reassigned, closed, 
that sort of thing. Again, was there any special 
training afforded to you concerning file 
management, if you want to call it that? 

A No, sir. It was spelled out, I believe, in 

policy, it was through what I refer to as baptism 
under fire, that you worked in an assigned area as 
the acting rank, possibly. A patrol sergeant, for 
example, may be assigned acting staff sergeant. 

Or a morality sergeant could be assigned acting 
staff sergeant. From there you would simply take 
over the duties of the staff sergeant in that 
section and, hopefully, you had spent some time 
with that individual and become familiar with his 
workload. 

Q Were there — when it comes to policies and such 
do you recall if there were any specific policies 
concerning, say, file closure and similar matters 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

in Morality or Major Crime for that matter? 

A I think throughout the whole department, sir, I 

don't believe there was any specific policy but no 
individual officer had the authority to conclude a 
file himself. He was assigned a file for 
investigation, the control copy was maintained by 
his supervisor. As the file progressed all 
investigations went to that control copy, besides 
the investigating officer, and also to a master 
file. When the investigating officer felt that he 
had gone as far as he could with that file he 
requested that the file be concluded. It was then 
submitted to his immediate supervisor who would, 
in turn, review the file from his control copy and 
make a decision at that point whether or not he 
concurred or didn't concur with the investigating 
officer. If he didn't, the file would be returned 
to the officer invariably with a notation on it 
saying, no, conclusion declined, we need more 
investigation in this area or in that area. Or if 
you didn't get the file back, then it was 
concluded. 

Q When it came to a sudden death was there any 
specific policy, or what was your policy, at 
least, if you believed there was some possibility 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

or some likelihood of foul play in the death, 
would that file ever be closed? 

No, sir. It would be requested to be turned over 
to the Major Crimes Section. 

Okay. And from your knowledge of how Major Crime 
worked would they keep that file open basically 
forever? 

To my knowledge I believe they did, sir, yes. 
During the late 1980s, specifically, I believe, 
during the late 1980s, there was considerable 
street violence concerning drugs, prostitution, 
that sort of thing; do you recall that period of 
time? 

Not that well, no, sir. 

Was that part of your beat or no, generally? 

In the late '80s I would have been in Morality so 
it would have been part of my duties as far as the 
prostitution side of it. 

Dealing specifically with Mr. Stonechild, prior to 
Mr. Stonechild being discovered in 1990, had you 
ever had any dealings with him before that, to 
your knowledge? 

Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

Okay. It wasn't a known name or anything, as far 
as you were concerned? 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 


1 A No, sir, not to me. 

2 Q Now looking at — we'll get to the file, perhaps, 

3 in a moment, but looking at the interviews you 

4 had, you obviously had a number of interviews with 

5 the RCMP, I believe Officers Lyons and Warner; is 

6 that correct? 

7 A That is correct, sir. 

8 Q And there was what, four or five of them? 

9 A Approximately, yes, sir. Phone call interviews 

10 along with personal interviews. 

11 Q Now what I've done is I've put together a little 

12 compendium of all of those interviews I'd like to 

13 show you. I believe they are entered as exhibits 

14 already. 

15 MR. PLAXTON: I do have (inaudible) documents if 

16 that assists, sir. 

17 THE COMMISSIONER: Thank you. 

18 Q MR. PLAXTON: And in addition to that, in due 

19 course you were able to get a copy of your 

20 notebook, as I recall, and then a portion of the 

21 file that Constable Louttit had obtained; is that 

22 correct? 

23 A Yes, sir. 

24 Q Okay. I'm showing you, sir, a copy of P-106 and 
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by Mr. Plaxton 

1 MR. CURTIS: I wonder, Mr. Commissioner, if you 

2 don't mind, I know Mr. Plaxton just filed what he 

3 called a compendium of RCMP interviews. I wonder, 

4 could he be a little more specific about what he 

5 filed, I don't see anything in my materials called 

6 a compendium. 
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MR. PLAXTON: Okay, I'm sorry, I can tell you 

exactly — 

THE COMMISSIONER: He's just saying that he's gathered 

together all of the statements, and he chooses to 
categorize it as a compendium; but it's really 
just a gathering of all the statements. 

MR. PLAXTON: Yes, to my understanding it is all 

of the statements this gentleman gave the RCMP 
that were entered the other day. They're 
exhibits, I think, around 105 to 110, give or 
take. I do propose to go through them with the 
witness, if there's any difficulty I'd ask my 
friend to please rise and indicate. 

MR. CURTIS: That sounds (inaudible) 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Now when things began — Mr. 

Jarvis, you retired from the force in 199 — 

A Ninety-three. 

Q Ninety-three. And from that point in time until 
when the RCMP contacted you in the year 2000, had 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

you had many dealings with the force or the RCMP 
or anything to do with your old job as a police 
officer? 

No, sir. I retired in August, I believe, the 14th 
or 15th, 1993 and as of September the 1st I was a 
resident of British Columbia and have been there 
ever since. 

Okay. As I understand you had a job that you had 
taken, as well, in Burnaby; is that correct? 

Well my wife had taken a job there and I assist 
her in it, yes. 

And so during that period of time did you have 
occasion to reflect back on your days as a police 
officer, or is that basically a part of your life, 
you're done, now you've moved on to a different 
part of your life? 

It was part of my life that I was done with, sir. 
My wife is quite happy that she's never heard me 
say that I miss it. 

Okay. 

To this day. 

As I understand, the job can be a little onerous 
from time to time, is that what you're saying? 

It was an exceptionally good experience, but it 
was one part of my life. I've moved on. 
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If we can now deal with your dealings with the 
RCMP. I think the first statement we have, this 
is the statement dated 3 March, year 2000, which I 
believe would be Exhibit 108. You have the 
document in front of you there, sir? 

Yes, sir. 

Now this document was shown to you earlier, to the 
best of your recollection does it accurately 
portray the discussion you had with Constable 
Warner that day? 

Yes, sir. 

And prior to this, had you had any contact by the 
RCMP or anyone in relation to the Stonechild 
matter? 

No, sir. 

This was a cold call, then? 

Yes. 

Okay. The statement starts out, "Upon explaining 
the nature and reasons for the call, Jarvis 
indicated..." et cetera. Can you recall what 
Officer Warner told you when he called you that 
day? 

No, I can't recall exactly, sir. I believe it was 
in regards to Neil Stonechild, who I had no 
recollection of at that time, as indicated in this 
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transcript. 

The name Stonechild didn't ring a bell? 

No, sir. 

Did the fact that he had apparently been found up 
near 51st-52nd Street in the north end of town 
ring a bell? 

That did trigger some memory, yes, sir. 

Okay. It goes on to say you hadn't seen anything 
in the media concerning Stonechild, and again, 
throughout this period of time you were living in 
British Columbia; is that correct? 

That's correct, sir. 

Now the next paragraph begins, "After considerable 
prompting he did recall doing an investigation of 
a sudden death..." and so forth. Now your 
recollection when Constable Warner first called 
you, appears to be basically zero, or what exactly 
did you recall when you first spoke with the 
gentleman? 

I recalled nothing, sir. 

You recalled some sudden death in the north end of 
town and that was it, basically? 

Basically, after a little bit of prompting, yes. 
Now can you — it says, you know, "considerable 
prompting," can you tell or can you recall exactly 
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what Officer Warner would have reported to you 
during that? 

I don't recall the exact words at all, sir. I 
believe it was in regards to an aboriginal male 
that was found in the north end of the city by a 
warehousing area in a field. 

Okay. And did this ring any bells with you? 

Very briefly, sir, when it was mentioned of being 
found with only one running shoe on. 

Okay. That was something that may have? 

That may have triggered it, yes, sir. 

Okay. It goes on to say: "His recollection of 
these events was very sketchy." I assume that's 
accurate as far as you're aware? 

Yes, sir. 

Now he does recall, or he does report that you 
recalled the name P. Can you tell us what, if 
anything, your recollection was at that time? 

T think that would have been in regards to the 
allegations that were made during the 
investigation. 

Would that be from your recollection or would that 
be from what Officer Warner was relating to you? 
That I'm not sure of, sir. 
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GIBSON: 


Excuse me. I stand just to — 
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MR. 


PLAXTON: Is this actually Lyons? 

GIBSON: The reference there, where it says 

Mr. P. I believe we corrected on the record the 
other day, if I recall correctly, maybe — 
PLAXTON: Oh, I'm sorry. 

GIBSON: — we didn't. I believe the 

reference was T and if you look at Officer 
Warner's notes it is T. I just don't want to go 
down that route for no purpose. 

PLAXTON: Thank you. 

Q Does that ring a bell at all, Mr. Jarvis? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. P. does not, T. does? 

A Yes, that is correct, sir. 

Q And you thought maybe a Mr. T. had been involved? 

A That is correct. 

Q And at that point in time and I mean, most 

specifically, if I could have you look at the 
fourth last paragraph? It reads, "He knows 
nothing of any allegations then or now that 
Stonechild had been in the custody of SPS" — 
which I assume is Saskatoon Police Service? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q — "on the night that he was last seen." 
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That's correct. 
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Q Was that accurate then? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Is that accurate now? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q The statement then goes on to say you couldn't 
recall anyone from the police service who was 
involved in the investigation and at that point in 
time your understanding was you had destroyed your 
notes? 

A No, I hadn't destroyed my notes, sir. They had 
been turned in to the police service upon my 
retirement. 

Q Okay. Now the statement by Warner seems to be 

saying that you were reporting to him that your 
notes were destroyed, but your recollection is 
different? 

A There may be confusion there, sir. I was on the 

force for 27-and-a-half years, the first 17-and-a- 
half years of notebooks were destroyed by me. The 
remaining 10 years, which was required under 
police policy, were turned in to Inspector Wilton 
upon my retirement. 

Q Okay. And that was your understanding as to what 
proper procedure was? 

A Yes, sir. 


25 
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Now as I understand, some police officers do keep 


their notes from way back when, you were not one 
of those? 

No, sir. 

That was an area of your life that was come and 
gone? 

It was done with, sir. I wasn't going to be 
writing a book or anything else, they went through 
the shredder. 

So, like I don't have my first real estate file 
any more? 

Right. 

Now Mr. Jarvis, did you have any health issues 
during this period of time? 

No, sir. 

Now as I understand, you have developed some 
health issues since then? 

Yes, sir. 

And what -- I don't want to get into any great 
detail but what, basically, were the issues? 

It was a heart attack approximately 22 months ago. 
Okay. And as a result of that are you on 
medication or anything? 

Yes, sir. 

Do you find that affects your recollection at all? 
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No, sir. 

Okay. Now did you have any difficulty or were you 
concerned about talking to the RCMP when they 
called you to speak about Mr. Stonechild's file? 
No, sir. I think I made it quite clear to them 
that I would assist them in any way that I 
possibly could, to the best of my recollection. 
Okay. And their demeanour towards you, did it 
appear to be cordial and so forth? 

Very much so. 

The next interview we have — when you and 
Constable Warner parted your ways by phone did he 
indicate that they would be calling again or how 
were things left? 

That they would be probably contacting me again in 
order to meet with me personally. 

Okay. The next meeting I believe again was by 
telephone? 

T believe so, sir. 

I'm referring you now to a statement dated the 4th 
of April, 2000. It says at the top, "Corporal 
Warner," I think that's an error and it was 
actually Constable Lyons, does that ring a bell? 
That could be, sir. I spoke with both of them and 
X don't know which ones at which time. 
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I’m sorry, it's Sergeant Lyons, I didn't mean to 
demote him. Anyway, you received a phone call, 
was this a cold call again or how did it come 
about? 

I believe it was a cold call again, sir. 

That was approximately a month or so after you 
first spoke with them? 

Yes, sir. 

And during that period of time had you had any 
opportunity to reflect upon the file or anything 
similar, or find any other information? 

I’d had time to try and refresh my memory from my 
own personal memory. 

Did that take you very far? 

Not too far, no, sir. 

At that point in time, as I understand, you didn't 
have access to your notes nor did you have access 
to the police file; is that correct? 

No, sir, I did not. 

We have the statement, the officer goes into some 
background, you coming to Canada in '65, et 
cetera. Then relates that you recalled 
"Stonechild matter, a youth found with one shoe, 
dead in an area there was no explanation for," et 
cetera. Now you could recall that at that point 
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in time? 

Yes, sir. 

Now there's some other matters we have there. You 
didn't attend the postmortem, you recall canine. 
Then your recollection was there was no suggestion 
or you did not recall any suggestion of foul play? 
Yes, sir. 

It then states, "He did not call in Jason Roy for 
an interview." Now could you recall that actually 
or is that — 

It may have been suggested to me as far as 
conducting an interview with Jason Roy. I know I 
did not call him into the police station to 
interview him. 

Did the name Jason Roy mean anything to you? 

At that time I don't believe it did, sir. 

Was there any explanation, would someone have 
given you that name or would you have thought of 
it yourself? 

It's very possible, sir. I may have recalled it, 

I don't remember for sure, sir, on this. 

You do recall speaking to Neil's mother and 
sister, it appears? 

I believe that came from my memory, yes, sir. 

And then again we have reference to Kenny T.? 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q Officer Lyons then asked you, rather than the 

suspect being T. could it have been P. Now was 
that the first time you could recall GP's name 
being mentioned or did you have any independent 
recollection about that? 

A I believe that was the first time, sir. 

Q Okay. "Believes file was open for a month but 
nothing ever surfaced and it was closed." Was 
that your recollection at that point in time? 

A That was my recollection, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. And is that still your recollection today? 

A No, after reading the reports and my notebook that 
recollection has changed, it wasn't open for a 
month afterwards. It was still available to be 
reopened at any time. 

Q I assume that applies for any file that hasn't 
been officially closed, solved and we're done? 

A That's correct. 

Q Or even if they are officially closed, solved and 

we're done. I think we've seen some files 
reopened — 

A Yes. 

Q — a few decades later? 
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That's correct. 
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Importantly, I would suggest, again it states, "He 


is certain there was never any suggestion of an 
SPS member being involved [sic] with Stonechild 
and that [sic] everyone would have been aware if 
there was that allegation." Was that your 
recollection then? 

Yes, sir. 

And is that your recollection now? 

Yes, sir. 

Concerning any allegations of police officers' 
misconduct of a major nature, would that sort of 
information generally spread through the police 
station quickly, or just from your experience as a 
police officer in the Saskatoon Police Service? 

I would expect that it probably would. Had 
anything like that come to my knowledge at that 
time the matter would have gone directly to my 
supervisor and then to administration. 

Okay. That's what you would have done? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. It goes on to say to your recollection 
there wasn't a suggestion the matter was not 
properly investigated. I assume the first 
suggestion you would have received concerning that 
was sometime around the year 2000 or later; is 
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that correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Up to that point in time was there anything about 
the file or your recollection that in any way 
would lead you to believe that at any time you had 
come into possession of any information that would 
lead you to believe or understand that one or more 
members of the police service may have somehow 
been responsible for Mr. Stonechild's demise? 

A No, sir. As I just said a few seconds ago, had 

that been the situation the matter would have gone 
to administration for further follow-up. They 
would have made the decision as to whether I would 
continue investigating or whether they would 
assign the file to someone else. 

Q I assume in your experience as a police officer 
there would have been allegations from time to 
time that various officers may have been involved 
in misconduct? Not specifically in relation to 
Mr. Stonechild or anything specific, but other 
matters, or were you aware of any such? 

A There may have been, sir, I'm not aware of any 
offhand. 

Q To your understanding if, say, I come in off the 
street and I say look, I, you know, ran into a 
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police officer at such-and-such a place, I believe 
he or she treated me poorly, they assaulted me, or 
I believe they may be accepting bribes, or other 
serious misconduct, to your understanding how 
would that normally be dealt with in the police 
service? 

A In that light, sir, I dealt with several of those 
where a complainant would come in, they'd be 
brought into my office as a staff sergeant, or as 
a sergeant on duty that evening, or as the case 
may be. A "Complaints Against Police Officer" 
report would be left which would be eventually 
forwarded to the Saskatchewan Police Commission. 
But it would also go through to administration 
within the police department. They would, in 
turn, look at it from that standpoint to determine 
where the matter should go, or whether it should 
go further. 

Q I assume you as a senior officer would have taken 
an allegation of police misconduct quite 
seriously? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q The next — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me, Mr. Plaxton. 

MR. PLAXTON: I'm sorry, yes, sir.. 
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THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Jarvis, if in the course of 

making an arrest a suspect or a person in custody 
was injured, was there any policy in the 
department as to what the arresting officers 
should do when they had a person in custody, 
however or for whatever reason he was injured 
while in custody, as to what should be done with 
that person short of taking them to detention? 

WITNESS: If the person was injured prior to 

being taken into custody then medical attention 
should have been obtained first before even taking 
to detention, depending on the severity of the 
injury, of course. If the individual was injured 
in the course of his arrest and so forth, again, 
medical attention should have been sought and the 
appropriate notations should have been made in the 
reports that were left by the officers. 

THE COMMISSIONER: So the officers would take this 

person — let's suppose that he or she was injured 
in a scuffle with the arresting officers because 
they were out of control, or whatever the case may 
be, their first call was at emergency at one of 
the hospitals^ is that right? 

WITNESS: If the injuries warranted it, yes. 

My Lord. Or if the individual requested medical 
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1 attention after arriving, say, at the police 

2 station. Quite often — or not quite often, but 

3 what the usual procedure would be, would be the 

4 detention supervisor and/or the staff sergeant on 

5 duty at the time would attend at detention, review 

6 the situation and make a recommendation to 

7 transport that individual to hospital for medical 

8 treatment. 

9 THE COMMISSIONER: So if the person in custody was 

10 bleeding, bleeding from some wounds or something, 

11 would that be an event that would trigger that 

12 sort of visit to emergency? 

13 WITNESS: I would think so, sir, depending on 

14 the severity. 

15 THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me, Mr. Plaxton. 

16 MR. PLAXTON: No problem. Thank you, sir. 


17 

Q 

Then I believe, again, Mr. 

Jarvis, if you turn 

to 

18 


the next page, we have a meeting between you and 

19 


Officers Lyons and Warner on the -- was it the 


20 


23rd of June, 2000? 



21 

A 

Twenty-first, I believe it 

is, sir. 


22 

Q 

Or 21st of June, I'm sorry. 

This would, then. 

be 

23 


your third interview within 

, say, two or three 


24 


months; is that correct? 
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Yes, sir. 
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Q Any other matters transpire between these 

interviews, you speaking to anyone, the police, 
any old police officers, anything similar? 

A No, sir. 

Q They visited you at your home? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q And again, there's talk of KT? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And a complaint about someone at — or concerning, 
rather, Mr. Stonechild at Snowberry Downs? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And you didn't know where that information came 
from? 

A No, sir. 

Q Was that from your own recollection or would 

someone maybe have told you, look, we have some 
information thus and so, or — 

A I think that was from my own recollection at the 
time, sir. 

Q And it goes on to say, "He may have interviewed a 
young kid who was with Stella and Erica." Now 
Stella and Erica, would that be Neil's mother and 
sister? 

A I believe so, sir. 

Q And do you have any idea who that may have been 
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that you had spoken to? 

A No, sir. 

Q There is then a statement, "He is certain that 

there were no female members who assisted him in 
any capacity." Do you know where that question 
came from or what that was about? 

A I believe it was presented to me by Officers Lyons 
and Warner. 

Q Can you recall if there was any explanation as to 
why they would have been asking if you had any -- 

A No, sir. 

Q — female — okay. Then, "vague recollection of 

someone coming into the police..after Stonechild's 
death but cannot recall any further details." Is 
that where things stood at that point? 

A That was my own recollection, sir. When, exactly, 
that took place, I don't know. 

Q The next contact you had, I believe, with the ROMP 
was 12 October 2000, or was there a telephone call 
in between then? 

A There may have been a telephone call, sir, I'm not 
sure. 

Q I think there may have been some indication on the 
11th of October, or thereabouts, that you had 
either met or spoken with Officers Lyons and 
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Warner, does that ring a bell at all? 

It's very possible, sir, yes. I know they were — 
how would you put it — quite concerned, if you 
will, to set up their appointments in advance so 
that I was available to meet with them, and it was 
greatly appreciated. 

And again, your dealings with the two officers, 
did they remain cordial throughout this period of 
time? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you have any reason to believe they at any 
point in time were considering you a suspect or 
accusing you of any wrongdoing? 

No, sir. 

The interview you had on the 12th of October, 

2000, did that take place at your house or at your 
wife's place of business, do you recall? 

It's the same thing, sir, we reside where we work. 
And that's an apartment building? 

Yes. 

Do you recall approximately how long that 
interview took? 

No, not offhand, sir. I would say most of the 
interviews that I had with Officers Lyons and 
Warner were approximately an hour, two hours at 
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the outside. 

So when we see a one-page summary such as we have 
with these other statements, if you will, that 
would be just a summary, not a total recap of what 
all was discussed? 

Yes, that's correct, sir. 

Now during this period of time did either of 
Officers Lyons or Warner or anyone else from the 
RCMP relate to you that they had received 
information where someone was claiming Mr. 
Stonechild was seen in a police cruiser shortly 
before or when he was, you know, first noticed 
missing? 

That may have been suggested to me, sir, in an 
effort to refresh my memory. 

Okay. Can you recall precisely? 

No, I can't, sir. 

Did you, yourself, have any recollection of anyone 
-- now I'm talking back in 1990 or any time before 
the RCMP contacting you in 2000 — anyone 
suggesting that was the case? 

No, sir. 

Now I don't intend to go through the entire 
interview, we've heard the interview, but a couple 
of areas I would like to highlight if I can. 
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Looking at the second page of that interview, 
towards the bottom, Mr. Jarvis, it starts out 
with, "Several times I ah... I asked the parents 
of P who had apparently received this information 
on second or third-hand ah..." -- this was dealing 
with some allegations that G or DP had been 
involved. Can you recall any actual discussions 
concerning P? 

I believe, sir, that what I am referring to there 
was, and I don't know when this exactly took place 
but it was members of Mr. Stonechild's family that 
did attend at the police station. Allegations 
were made at the time that they had received 
information that the Ps were, in fact, responsible 
for beating up Mr. Stonechild and transporting him 
up to the north end of the city and dropping him 
off. At that time I asked if they could provide 
me — or where would this information have come 
from. I was informed that it was from a friend of 
a friend. 

Okay, this is what the officers were telling you 
in 2000? 

No, this is my own recollection, sir. 

Oh, okay. Now if you can just back up a second, 
then. Your recollection concerning — oh, Mr. P 
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had been involved in beating up Mr. Stonechild and 
transporting him to the north end? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And there was an allegation to that effect but you 
couldn't flesh it out, was that the problem? 

A Sorry, sir? 

Q You have that allegation but you couldn't get any 

evidence to back it up? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q It then goes on to say, "...since that time I 

retired from the police department in 1993 and as 
of the year 2000 the two attending officers 
starting making contact with me." Now which 
officers are you referring to there? 

A I'm not sure which page you're on here, sir. 

Q Oh, I'm sorry, the bottom of page 2. 

A Okay. I'm referring to Officers Lyons and Warner. 

Q Okay. That isn't Senger and Hartwig? 

A No, sir. I've had no contact with Senger and 

Hartwig for -- I don't even know how long it is, 
sir. I never worked with the individuals, we 
worked on opposing shifts. I wouldn't even 
recognize Constable Senger if he walked in this 
room today. 

Q Okay. Up to that point in time you'd had 
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absolutely no contact from either of these 
gentlemen directly or indirectly? 

A No, sir. 

Q Anyone on their behalf? 

A No, sir. 

Q Okay. There's talk also in that statement of 

photographs of the face of the deceased and his 
hands? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q At some point in time had you viewed photographs, 
autopsy photographs, or something similar, of Mr. 
Stonechild? 

A Not until this particular day, sir. 

Q And who provided you those photographs? 

A I believe it was Sergeant Lyons, he had them on 

his laptop computer. 

Q If anyone, it was the RCMP? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q No one from the police service did? 

A No, sir. 

Q Okay. Now again, at this point in time had you 

had the opportunity to review your old police file 
or your notes? 

A I'm not sure if I had at this particular point in 
time, sir. I may have had the police notes, I'm 
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not sure. 

Q Okay. 

A Just looking down on page 3 I see, "according to 
my notes," in one response in regards to Bud 
Johnson, so I must have had my notes at the time, 
sir. 

Q Looking further down the interview, if you can go 
ahead say five or six pages, there's a page that 
starts out with "K. Jarvis: ... ah... there may have 
been another ah...an investigation, it's hard to 
say." Do you have that page, sir? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q About a third down there's a question from Warner, 
"Do you recall, having had a chance to look at 
your notes, how many occasions would you have 
spoken to Roy?" You then -- it goes on, you then 
reply, "Once or twice, a couple of times 
probably." Was that recollection from your 
recollection going back to 1990 or was that 
recollection from you reviewing your notes? 

A I believe from reviewing my notes, sir. 

Q Further, on the next page, starting about a 

quarter of the way up from the bottom we have 
Officer Warner, "Yah...wha... during the course of 
ah...the original question where I... I asked you 
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if you could summarize or...or articulate what you 
recall of the investigation, your involvement in 
it, you mentioned, ah...talking to Roy and Roy 
mentioned being, him being checked by the police, 
what...what more can you tell us about that, 
Keith?" You then answered, "Ah...the only thing 
I, ya'know, I...I can't recall exactly what 
happened but from my understanding from...from 
having talked with...with yourselves and, ya'know, 
refreshing memories an' so forth, he was checked 
by the police, he was unlawfully at large 
apparently at the time and gave a phony name." 

Now looking back on that can you tell us if you 
had your own recollection about Mr. Roy being 
checked by the police or if that's something 
Officer Warner or Lyons would have suggested to 
you as something they believed had occurred? 

A I believe it was something that was suggested to 
me, sir, in an effort to try and refresh my 
memory. Had I been aware of that at the time it 
would have been in my notes. 

Q Similarly, Corporal Warner then goes, "Uhm-hmmm" 

— in the affirmative, I believe — "...so he 
wouldn't get picked up ah...and from that 
standpoint I'm not sure if he told me" -- oh, I'm 
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sorry, this was you. You then went on, "...so he 
wouldn't get picked up ah...and from that 
standpoint I'm not sure if he told me that 
Stonechild was in the back of the police car or if 
I learned that from the result of our 
conversations." Was that accurate when you told 
that to Officer Warner that day? 

Yes, sir. 

And is that accurate today? 

Yes, it is. 

Can you recall if Officer Warner had specifically 
suggested that scenario to you or how that came 
about? 

I can't recall it specifically, sir, no. 

Warner then says, "Okay." You then say, 
"...throughout this...this whole time frame." 
Warner: "Uhm-hmmm." "...it's not something I...I 
don't remember him saying that h...he may very 
well have..." "Uhm-hmmm," "...and if he did it 
would be in the statement and that's..." The 
officer says, "Uhm-hmmm. Okay." "...in his 
written statement." Is that your recollection? 
Yes, sir. Had that been said it would have been 
in my notes, in his written statement, which was 
taken less than 48 hours after the deceased was 
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found, and it would also have been included in the 
police report. 

Q You're then — that was within two days you're now 
asking to reflect back over 10 years; is that 
correct? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q Now there have been some indications that the 

officers had, you know, prompted you, made some 
suggestions and so forth, and I'm not alleging 
wrongdoing but they would have undoubtedly 
suggested some scenarios to you that they believed 
may or may not have occurred; do you recall 
anything like that during these conversations? 

A Nothing specific, sir. They were attempting to 
assist me in refreshing my memory and that was 
all. I don't believe their intention was to try 
and put any untruths in my mind, it's just that 
confusion arose as a result of it. 

Q Okay. If we can look further down in that 

statement, I think another say five or six pages, 
we then have a page that starts out, "Mhmm," 
affirmative, that's Corporal Warner. Lyons then 
says, "Is it safe to assume though that you would 
have approached" — can you see that page, sir? 

A Yes, sir. 
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Okay. Lyons, after that, says, "So did — you'd 
spoken with Jason, you knew that he was there. Uh. 
Jason offered up at least some suggestion that, 
uh, Neil was checked by them. Is it safe to 
assume then that they would have offered up at 
least some explanation of what they had done with 
him?" Now, can you recall that question? 

Vaguely, yes. 

Okay. That was dealing with Officers Senger and 
Hartwig? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. And do you or was there at any point in 
time to your actual recollection a suggestion that 
they had personally dealt with Stonechild, or was 
that something going from what had been suggested 
to you? 

The only recollection I had was the Hartwig and 
Senger having attended at Snowberry Downs which 
was the location that Stonechild had apparently 
been seen at. But as far as them having any 
physical contact with him, that was suggested 
possibly. 

Okay. And during this period of time were the — 
well, had — had the officers suggested to you or 
had anyone else informed you that Jason Roy or 
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anyone was claiming that they had seen Mr. 
Stonechild in police custody on the night in 
question? 

A No one to my knowledge. I believe it was 

suggested as a possible scenario by the RCMP. 

Q Okay. Was or was not, I'm sorry? 

A Was. 

Q Okay. And did you have any actual recollection as 
to whether that could have been the case or not? 

A No, sir. On reflecting back through my notes and 
the statements and the reports, it would have been 
in there had that been the case. 

Q Now, dealing with your notes, if we can, I think 
if we — if we go to approximately page 76 or so 
in your notes. Maybe a little further down. Page 
80 I think is where your investigation commences 
concerning Mr. Stonechild. 

A Okay. 

Q And again, these are your notes, your — I assume 

you would have had some standard practices as to 
how you kept your notes, whether you would go back 
or — and add or subtract things, that sort of 
thing? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. And what was your practice? 


25 
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A The notes were made at the time or soon 
thereafter. 

Q And have you ever gone back to add things to notes 
or left any blank spaces in notes? 

A No, sir. 

Q These notes were handed over by yourself to, was 
it Officer Wylie? 

A No, sir. Inspector Wilton upon my retirement. 

Q Okay. Well -- okay, and to your understanding he 
had kept them — 

A Yes. 

Q — and produced them. 

A They were placed in storage as far as I know. 

Q Okay. Before you knew there was any concerns 

about the Stonechild matter you had handed these 
notes over and that's the last you saw of them 
until the ROMP brought them back to you? 

A That's correct. 

Q Now, looking briefly at the notes, on the 29 th of 
November that was the day Mr. Stonechild was 
originally found to your understanding? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q You have a notation at 1920, a possible 

identification of the body that was found — is 
that 51 st Street or 57 th Street? 
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57 th Street. 

57 th by the Hitachi plant, and there is a 
notation, "Body frozen solid, no" — now, can you 
read that? "Apparent —" 

"No apparent —" 

Okay. 

"No apparent signs of foul play." 

Okay. And where — where did that information 
come from likely? 

That came from the original report that was left, 

I believe, by Constable Lagimodiere. 

Okay. If we can turn to Exhibit P-61 which is the 
— or rather the city police report that Officer 
Louttit made a copy of. The top two or three 
pages, is that — is that the report you spoke of? 
Yes, sir. 

If you received your report in that fashion 
concerning a sudden death, would that be a normal 
or unusual occurrence in your capacity as an 
officer in Morality at that point in time? 

It would be a normal occurrence. 

Okay. How often did the police service receive 
information or did it investigate sudden deaths 
during that period of time, approximately? 

On an ongoing basis, whenever a sudden death came 
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I couldn't say how many 


in. The number I don't — 
there may be in a year. 

Okay. Looking at the next part of the report, it 
starts out with, "Morality Sergeant Jarvis has 
been looking into this matter." Now, is that your 
report? 

No, sir. I believe this one is the one left by 
Ident Officer Morton. 

Okay. At the bottom there's a signature, "Jarvis 
125." Does that make any sense to you? 

No, sir. That may have been put on by the reader 
staff sergeant. 

Okay. That's not a signature then, that's — 

No, it's not my signature. 

Oh, okay. 

It's a — 

It's a notation. 

— a notation made by someone who may have perused 
the report. 

Okay. And would that be an indication it should 
go to Jarvis 125? 

I believe so, yes. 

Okay. And this, again, Morton was an Ident 
officer at the time. Would this be a normal sort 


of report that would be left? 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q You did not visit the scene. Was that a usual or 
unusual occurrence or can you think of any reason 
why you would or would not visit the scene? 

A I was off duty at the time, sir. I didn't come on 
duty until 3:00 p.m. that afternoon. If Morality 
are available to attend at — at sudden deaths, 
quite often Communications would contact them and 
have the Morality officer attend. In this 
particular instance it would have been day shift 
that were working. Whether or not anyone from 
plainclothes was available I don't know. From the 
report it would indicate that no one was 
dispatched there other than uniform and a uniform 
patrol sergeant, which was the ultimate in the 
event that no plainclothes members were available. 

Q Okay. The — going through your notes starting 
with 19 — 1920, that's when you would have come 
on shift that day, give or take? 

A At 1900 hours, I believe, sir. 

Q Okay. And then — 

A No, excuse me, that's incorrect. That would have 
been at 3:00 p.m. in the afternoon I came on duty. 

Q Oh, okay. It was 1920 when you first heard about 


25 


this matter? 
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Yes. 

Okay. And that would be after these reports had 
been left? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. So no one would have called you to go out 
to the scene? 

No, sir. 

Okay. And if you had been called or requested to 
attend the scene, I assume it would be in your 
notes. 

That's correct. 

Okay. When it comes to a basic rule of thumb as 
to what you do or do not include in your notes, 
what basically do you include? 

Exactly what you do at the scene, sir, what you 
observe, names, information, phone numbers, 
addresses, anything that's pertinent to what you 
observe at a scene. 

Okay. Would any pertinent information be left out 
of your notes? 

No, sir. 

If we go further in your notes that day you've 
obviously made some contacts. We have a — is it 
Shona Nowaleski (ph)? 


Shawna Nowaselski. 
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Okay. And she gave you some information. 

I'm not sure what page you're on here, sir. 

Oh, I'm sorry, page 84. 

Eighty-four? These were — I believe that's a 
list of five names that I have listed as names 
that I received as a result of the investigation 
that was being conducted as possible contacts with 
the deceased. 

Okay. Okay. We then — you left a report shortly 
after that period of time, I believe, or — 

Yes. 

— about that period of time? 

Yes, I did, sir. 

And that's the report it starts out, "The 
following investigation was conducted into the 
death of the above youth this date?" 

That's correct, sir. 

Okay. That information in the report would have 
come from where? 

That was — came from myself, sir. These were 
some of the activities that I conducted that 
particular day in regards to the file, attending 
at St. Paul's Hospital with Officer Morton to 
determine the identity of the deceased and so 
forth, and then the notification of next of kin 
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following that. 

Now, you yourself did not attend at the autopsy? 
No, sir. 

Okay. Did you receive — looking back I assume 
you don't have an actual recollection of not 
attending? 

Yes, sir. 

Oh, you do? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. Would there be any reason for you to attend 
or not to attend, to the best of your 
recollection? 

No, sir. Usually it was the Identification 
Section that attended the autopsies. Any relevant 
information that resulted from that would be left 
in the investigation reports to the file. 

Further down, and I'm looking now in your notes 
page 87, you have a notation at, it looks like 
1852 or thereabouts? 

That's correct, sir. 

And that seems to relate to the interaction 
between you and Jason Roy. 

That Is correct. 

"Jason Roy called, advised he was" -- was it with? 


With the deceased. 
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Q "— most of the evening, 24 November, 1990?" 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Then at 2030 it relates, "Meet Roy for statement 
at 1121 P South?" 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Now, did you indeed meet with Mr. Roy on that 
date? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q And it goes on to relate, "Possible girlfriend 

Julie Binning, third cousin Lucille Neetz." Then 
some other information? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. When you met with Mr. Roy did you take a 
statement from Mr. Roy? 

A Yes, I did, sir. 

Q Looking at the police file a little further down, 
we have what appears to be a written statement of 
Jason Roy dated 30 November, 1990. 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q And do you recognize any of the writing on that 

document? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q What writing do you specifically recognize? 

A The case number, date of the statement, time 
started, time finished, the name, address and 
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where it says, "Death of Neil Stonechild," the sex 
and date of birth of the person giving the 
statement. That is in my handwriting. My 
signature is on the bottom left of the page. On 
the second page of the statement approximately 
halfway down there is a question and answer 
starting with, "What time approximately did you 
last see Neil Stonechild?" From that point on it 
is in my handwriting. The writing prior to that 
is in the handwriting of Jason Roy. 

When you met with Mr. Roy did you have any other 
police officers with you? 

No, sir, not to my recollection. 

At that point in time were you a uniform detective 
or would you have been a plainclothes? 

Plainclothes. 

And when you met with Mr. Roy would you have taken 
a statement from him say if he appeared to be 
impaired or otherwise unable to give you a proper 
statement? 

No, sir. If he was under the influence I wouldn't 
have entertained a statement. 

Okay. Now, the statement itself, what form of a 
statement is it, in your understanding? 
if believe it's what is commonly referred to as a 
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pure version statement where you allow the, excuse 


me, the witness to write the statement out, tell 
you the story in their own words and in their own 
handwriting. 

Okay. And why would a police officer take a 
statement of this variety? 

I think you're getting a true version at that 
point of what — what the witness has to tell you. 
Okay. Is there any difficulty with suggesting 
things to witnesses as or before you're taking 
statements? 

Very much so. 

What's that? 

You're going to put words into their mouths. 

You're going to make suggestions that they may 
think they have to give you an answer for. 

Okay. 

Whereas if they do it in their own words, there is 
no question, that is their thoughts, their 
information that they're giving you. 

Can this be done even inadvertently by a police 
officer if they're not careful? 

I think so, yes. 

Okay. Now, looking at the Jason -- rather the — 
yes, the Jason Roy statement, it appears he wrote 
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it out in his own writing and then at the end we 
have the question and answer. What would that be 
about? Is that a common technique in taking a 
statement? 

Yes, sir. As the statement is written, you read 
through the statement and after the witness is 
finished. If you determine that there are areas 
that you wanted answered you would simply go back 
to those questions and ask the questions for 
Clarification. 

At the end of this statement in Mr. Roy's writing, 
I think the last paragraph is, "And we got to one 
apartment, looked for Lucille's sister, but it 
wasn't there so we checked out other apartments 
for the last name Neetz but we couldn't find it 
anywhere so we got to the last apartment and we 
were about to check it then I must have stopped 
him and we stood there and argued for what I don't 
and he turned around and said, 'fuckin Jay,' and I 
looked around and blacked out and woke up at Julie 
Binning's." That was Mr. Roy's statement to you 
that day? 

Yes, sir. 

Did he, either in this written statement or any 
verbal communications or any other communications 
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you had with Mr. Roy at this or any time, ever 
suggest to you he had seen Neil Stonechild in the 
back of a police cruiser? 

No, sir. It would have been in this statement, 
either in his own handwriting or it would have 
been followed up with a subsequent statement 
.indicating that information, had it been made to 

— brought to my attention. 

Would that be a matter that you consider to be of 
significance in this investigation? 

Yes, sir. 

It then goes on to — I believe your question is, 
"What time —" now, would that be "approximately" 
the — 

Yes, sir. 

— that abbreviation? 

Yes, sir. 

-- "did you last see Neil Stonechild alive on 
November 24, 1990?" Answer, "It could be about 
11:30." It goes on and then at the end you ask 
him, "Is this a true statement?" His answer was, 
"Yes." 

That's correct. 

Is that — is that a customary practice you would 


employ? 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q Would you also ask the person giving you the 

statement whether he or she had something to add, 
subtract, change? 

A Yes. That has been done before, sir, yes. 

Q And would that have been done with Mr. Roy that 

day? 

A I don't believe I did, sir, otherwise it would 
have been in as a question. 

Q Now -- I'm sorry, go ahead, sir. 

A There is the second last question, "Is there 
anything else you wish to tell me?" And he 
responds, "No, that's all I can think of." 

THE COMMISSIONER: Are you moving on to something else 

now, Mr. Plaxton? 

MR. PLAXTON: Yes. I have a few questions around 

the statement but if you wish to break that would 
certainly be fine. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, why — why don't you complete 

those and then we can take a break. 

MR. PLAXTON: Okay. Thank you, sir. 

Q Concerning the statement then, there has been some 
observation, if you will, that you don't have the 
statement written out in your notebook. 

A That's correct, sir. 
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Now, is that typical for your practice? 

Yes, sir. 

And why would that be? 

It's a duplication, sir. 

How long would it take you to write everything in 
your notebook that we have here? 

You'd be spending most of your time writing 
everything down, sir. The — the statement in 
itself I have a working copy that would be — is 
what we're looking at here in actual fact. This 
is the — the main copy. Central Records copy. I 
would have had a working copy from this statement 
to attach to my working copy of the file. It 
wasn't necessary to transcribe all that into my 
notebook as well. 

Okay. And the part that he has written out, would 
you normally have — you wouldn't have someone 
else write in your notebook, I assume. 

No, sir. 

Okay. And would this be typical for all the 
statements you took then? 

Yes, sir. 

About how long did you speak to Mr. Roy that day, 
do you recall? 

Not offhand, sir. I'd have to look back at my 
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notes but I believe it was close to approximately 
one hour. 

Q Okay. Would it have taken him that long or about 
how long would it have taken him to write out that 
particular statement? 

A I don't know how long it would have taken him to 
actually write it, sir. There was approximately 
one hour that was spent with him. A short period 
of time was spent just in general conversation to 
make sure that we were both on the same page as 
what it was he had to tell me, if it was of any 
value. 

Q Okay. 

A And then he would write the statement. 

MR. PLAXTON: Okay. I -- I am about to move to a 

new area, Mr. Commissioner, if you'd care to 
break. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well... 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you. 

THE COMMISSIONER: We'll take — take 15 minutes. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 11:22 A.M. & RECONVENED AT 11:41 

P .M. ) 

THE COMMISSIONER: Mr. Plaxton? 

Q MR. PLAXTON: Thank you. Thank you, Mr. 

Commissioner. Mr. Jarvis, concerning the Jason 
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Roy statement of 30 November, did Mr. Roy either 
before or after, or say during this taking of the 
statement, give you any information that you 
believed to be inconsistent with what was being 
written in the document itself? 

No, sir. 

Okay. If he had, what would you have done? 

There would have been an addition to the 
statement, either an additional statement or an 
additional page of question and answer put to him. 
Okay. Is this the only written statement you took 
from Jason Roy? 

Yes, it is, sir. 

Is it the only statement you took from Jason Roy? 
Yes, sir. 

Now, there's been some talk of a I believe three- 
page statement or something similar that was a 
question and answer sort of statement. Do you 
recall anything like that? 

No, sir. 

Was there anything like that? 

No, sir. 

There's also been some allegation of someone at 
the police station, I believe on the 20 th of 
December, 1990, having contact with Mr. Roy and 
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somehow producing the statement we have just 
referred to. Is there any truth to that? 

A Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

Q Okay. Were you — okay, the statement we do have 

filed with us, that is the one statement you took 
from Roy in November? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q Okay. Did you have any contact with Jason Roy at 
the police station to your recollection? 

A No, sir. 

Q Okay. 

A Not to my recollection. 

Q And if you had taken a written statement from Mr. 
Roy, it would be on the file, I assume? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q Okay. Do you know if you were even working on the 
20 th of December, 1990? 

A I believe, after being made aware of that 

allegation that you're referring to of December 
20 th , I wasn't even working. I was on days off. 

Q Okay. And if someone was to have taken a 
statement that day and pretend it was your 
writing, they would have had to do a good job to 
duplicate it or — 

A Definitely, sir. 
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Okay. This is your writing, I assume? 

Yes. 

No one else's. Okay. Now, looking at the police 
file, if we go further, after the Jason Roy 
statement I believe there's another police report. 
It starts out with, "At approximately 1020 hours 
this date I spoke with Shawn Draper." 

That's correct, sir. 

Would that be your report? 

Yes, sir. 

Later in the report it refers to you speaking with 
Julie Binning. 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. Did you mention in that report the Jason 
Roy statement or was that before or after that you 
filed the report? 

This would have been after the Jason Roy 
statement, I believe. 

Okay. Would the report — or rather would the 
statement itself be on the police file? 

Sorry, sir? 

Would the statement itself be on the police file? 
Yes, it should be. 

Okay. I think if we look back you mentioned the 
Jason Roy statement in the report that's directly 
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in front of it. I'm sorry, I may have confused 
the matter there. If we look, this is a report 
that commences, "1550 hours this date I spoke to 
Shannon," et cetera. 

Yes, sir. 

And there, if we look at the second page, there is 
a paragraph, I believe the third full paragraph or 
fourth perhaps, it starts with "2045 hours"? 

That's correct, sir. 

Okay. It states you stated — or you attended at 
Avenue P South, you met with Jason Roy, he 
provided a witness statement, et cetera. At the 
end of that paragraph it goes on to state, "Roy 
states they tried several buzzers at Snowberry 
Downs but couldn't get in and finally went their 
separate ways. Roy claims he blacked out and woke 
up at Binnings' later." 

That's correct. 

Are you referring to the handwritten statement 
we've just — 

Yes. 

— referenced? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. That report, I assume, was filed in the 
ordinary course. It seems to be saying dictated 
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on the 30 th of November? 

A That's correct, sir. Actually I typed it out 
myself. 

Q Okay. It would have then gone onto the police 
file? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. And if Officer Louttit had made a photocopy 
of this before the 20 th of December I assume it 
would be physically impossible for you to have 
that placed in his photocopy? 

A I'm sorry, I'm not sure — 

Q Okay. 

A — if I understand that one, sir. 

Q Yeah, I believe — yeah, I believe Officer Louttit 

made a photocopy of this file before the 20 th of 
December, a few days actually, I think, after 
November 30 th . 

A That's my understanding. 

Q Okay. And you obviously didn't break into 

Louttit's house to put any documents in his 
footlocker? 

A No. 

Q Dealing with the last report we have, between it 

and the report we just referenced, I believe you 
had some days off. Is that correct? 
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A That's correct. 

Q And you had ended your last report with, "More 

investigation required," and then, "Brooks is on 
sick leave," et cetera, "File is presently 
assigned to Sergeant Brooks." Can you enlighten 
us as to what that was about or what sort of 
process you had in mind when you left that 
notation on the file? 

A I believe the file may have been originally 

assigned to Brooks, however because he was off 
sick I resulted in getting the file and I was just 
making a notation for my supervisor that Brooks 
was off sick and will be off for an extended 
period of time, I was off, and based on the 
Information that I had at that time suggested that 
the file be turned over to Major Crimes for 
further follow-up. 

Q Okay. At that point you had some people you 
believe may have had something to do with Mr. 
Stonechild? 

A There was still the allegations against the Ps 
having been involved. 

Q Okay. And that was referenced earlier, I believe, 
in your report? 

A I believe so, yes. 
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Q Okay. And were you getting any information 

concerning the Ps or anyone else who may have been 
involved with Mr. Stonechild, or what efforts were 
you taking and what were you getting back? 

A I had spent several times going by the P 

residence, unable to find anyone at home, as I was 
trying to find other witnesses, or potential 
witnesses, or contacts that may have had contact 
with the deceased. 

Q And did you get anything concrete back? 

A No, I did not, sir. 

Q Were you in communication with any other members 
S;n the community who may have been familiar with 
either Mr. Stonechild, Mr. P or anyone else? 

A I don't recall if I was or not, sir. 

Q Do you recall any communications with Neil's 
family? 

A I believe there was one communication after the 
29 th of November. I'm not sure exactly what day 
or when it occurred. Members of the family did 
attend at the police station in regards to 
information again that the Ps were involved. 

Q Okay. And did you ask them to do anything for you 
in furtherance? 

A Yes, I did, sir. I asked them where the 
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information was coming from. They indicated it 
was from a friend of a friend. I requested if 
they could give me the name of the friend of a 
friend in order that I could follow it up and they 
either did not know or could not give me or would 
not give me the information. I then requested, 
well, have that individual or friend of a friend 
contact me or come in and see me at the police 
station so that I can interview them and take a 
report from them. That never transpired. 

Q Okay. The group, it seemed, that Neil was running 
with, maybe Neil himself, appeared to be some 
young people, what, 15, 16, 17, that had, it 
appears, a number of run-ins with the law. Is 
that your understanding as to the crowd? 

A I don't have any personal knowledge of that, sir. 

Q Okay. The information or lack of information you 

were getting back, was that unusual for this type 
of file or how did you — how did you view the 
progress or lack of progress you seemed to be 
making? 

A I felt if there was concern, actual concern, that 
the Ps were involved then it shouldn't have been 
any difficulty in providing that information. I 
believe it just reinforced my opinion, if you 
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will, at the time that these were allegations 
being made that could not be substantiated. 

In your experience as a police officer, did you 
find from time to time people in the community 
would make unwarranted allegations or allegations 
they couldn't substantiate? 

Yes, sir. 

The report further goes on, I believe, on the next 
page concerning speaking with Dr. Adolph. Do you 
recall speaking with Dr. Adolph? 

Yes, I do, sir. 

And in the report that is referenced and it 
appears he would have given you certain 
information concerning Mr. Stonechild. 

Yes, sir. 

And what basically was that information from Dr. 
Adolph? 

I basically asked Dr. Adolph what information he 
could tell me as far the results of the autopsy, 
knowing full well that the written results would 
not be forwarded to our department for several 
weeks which was not an unusual practice. Dr. 
Adolph did indicate that the deceased had been 
deceased for at least 48 hours and that it would 
not be uncommon for an additional day and a half 
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to be added to that. I inquired as to any signs 
of — or for cause of death. He indicated that — 
he indicated that there were no visible signs of 
violence to the body that would cause his death, 
that the only injury that was referred to me was 
the abrasion to the nose. 

At that point in time you had information from 
both Doctors Fern and Doctors — and Dr. Adolph? 
Briefly, yes, sir — 

Okay. And — 

— from Dr. Fern. 

The information by the pool of knowledge you had 
at that point, did it lead you to any way of 
thinking as to whether Mr. Stonechild had met his 
end by foul play? 

Yes, I was — it led me to believe, sir, that he 
did not meet his demise as a result of foul play. 
Okay. Had you come to a determination in your 
mind as to what had likely caused his demise? 

Due to the consumption of alcohol it was indicated 
by Jason Roy along with the — the temperatures 
and so forth that he had died as a result of 
exposure. 

After you came to that way of thinking, did any 
other information come to you that made you 
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revisit or change that way of thinking? 

No, sir. 

Your file has a notation on it, "Concluded at this 
time." That would have been your notation? 

Yes, sir. 

And after — well, at that point in time did you 
see anything that would assist you or help you to 
discover if there was anything else to Neil's 
demise other than simply wandering around while 
intoxicated? 

No, sir, otherwise the file would not have been 
closed or the request to conclude the file would 
not have been made. 

Okay. After you made that notation on the file, 
what would be the normal procedure? 

Again, I typed that report up myself. The copies 
of the report would go to the respective sections. 
Central Records, prosecution, and one control copy 
of the statement would go to my immediate 
supervisor being the staff sergeant in charge of 
Morality. He, in turn, has the control copy of 
all files that are assigned to the individual 
members working in his section. Hopefully he 
would then go over the file. A request is made to 
have a file concluded, his — part of his job is 
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to go through the file, read it, either agree or 
not agree. If he did not agree that the file 
should be concluded, the file would have been sent 
back to me for further investigation. 

Did you get any feedback from any of your 
superiors, or indeed anyone else at that time 
saying, look, we've got further information 
concerning the Stonechild file, or don't close it 
yet, you haven't looked far enough? 

No, sir. 

Did you, in your heart, believe you could do 
anything further with the file at that time? 

'I was satisfied at that time, yes. 

Okay. That you had done everything you could? 

That the file — the request to conclude, unless 
other information came to light and that was in 
the event that further information should show 
from the autopsy. 

And did anything further come to light? 

Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 

Okay. From that point in time when you 
recommended the file be closed until you were 
contacted by the ROMP in 2000, did you come into 
any information that would in any way affect the 
information available concerning Mr. Stonechild's 
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death? 

A No, sir. 

Q Okay. In 1991 I believe there was some media 

coverage and some inquiries concerning the file. 

Do you recall that? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q Do you recall at any time either, I believe Mr. 
Scott then had the rank of sergeant, or anyone 
else asking you about the Stonechild file say the 
next year or within a few months of after it had 
been concluded? 

A Not to my recollection, no, sir. 

Q From that time when you concluded the file until 
you retired, did anyone ever contact you 
concerning how the file was handled or if you knew 
anything further about it? 

A Not to my recollection, no, sir. I think the only 
contact would have been Ident Officer Morton in 
regards to the exhibits that he had seized. 

Q Okay. And when would that have been? 

A I don't know, sir. 

Q Okay. That's in reference to what, him destroying 
the exhibits? 

A Disposing of the exhibits, yes. 

Q Okay. Did you see any reason to second-guess the 
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information you had received from either the 
coroner or the pathologist concerning whether or 
not this person had suffered violence? 

No, sir. These are both very qualified medical 
personnel. 

In relation to Officers Senger and Hartwig, I 
believe there was some reference concerning them 
being dispatched to a file — or rather to a call 
in that area concerning Mr. Stonechild? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. And from looking at your notes and the 
file, what can you tell us you would have done 
concerning that particular bit of information? 

As I had testified a month ago, sir, I would have 
tried to contact Constables Hartwig and Senger 
either by way of a Jet Set or commonly known as a 
Jet Set, which would have been an interoffice 
memo, or I may have contacted them personally. I 
don't know which way that I contacted the 
officers. And I would have requested an 
investigation report as to their contact, if any 
at all, with Mr. Stonechild on the night in 
question when they were dispatched to Snowberry 
Downs. 

Okay. And if you would have received information 
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back either from them or from say Dispatch that 
they had attended, no one was there with the 
notation "gone on arrival", what would that 
indicate to you? 

A That they had no contact with Mr. Stonechild on 
that night. 

Q Would you have had any reason to doubt that 
information? 

A No, sir. 

Q Would there be any percentage in following it up 
if indeed they hadn't had any contact with him? 

A No, sir. 

Q Now, there was one last interview that has been 
spoken of and that, I believe, was when you met 
with a Mr. Martell. Do you recall that interview? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q When that interview was arranged — or how was it 
arranged, do you recall? 

A I believe I received a letter from the Saskatoon 
Police Service informing me of the fact that Mr. 
Martell was assisting the Commission in regards to 
this inquiry and it was requested that I extend my 
cooperation to him in the inquiries that he was 
going to be making. 

Q At that point in time I assume you had retired 


25 




4719 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Plaxton 

from the force and didn't owe any further 
obligations? 

That is correct, sir. 

Okay. And did you agree to meet with Mr. Martell? 
Yes, sir. 

And did — did he call you or how was the actual 
meeting arranged? 

I believe he contacted me by telephone and 
arranged a time and date that he would be in 
British Columbia. 

And was there any discussions as to whether you 
wanted to have a lawyer present or anyone on your 
behalf? 

No, sir. 

Was the nature of the conversation explained to 
you? 

Just that it was a follow-up on the interviews, if 
you will, that I had with Officers Lyons and 
Warner. 

Okay. Were — at any time did anyone suggest to 
you that your conduct was being called into 
question or, if you, indeed, were suspected of any 
wrongdoing? 

No, sir. The first time that was made or brought 
to my attention was when I received a package from 
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Mr. Hesje on or about September the 16 th of 2003 
when I -- 

Q And that was after this inquiry had commenced or 
thereabouts? 

A Very much so, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. Did Mr. Martell at any point ever suggest 
directly to you at least that your conduct was 
being called into question? 

A Not that I can recall offhand. 

Q Now, you met with Mr. Martell, and the actual time 

you spent with him on the 11 th of August, 2003 was 
approximately how long? 

A I believe it was approximately four hours. 

Q And the interview was tape-recorded, to your 
recollection? 

A Not all of it, sir. There was approximately an 

hour that was spent in general discussion and then 
the last, excuse me, I believe three hours were 
recorded. 

Q Now, in your experience as a police officer, when 
it comes to recording interviews or statements, 
what is the practice and what is the standard 
procedure? 

A In my experience, sir, of having used a tape 

recorder briefly in a prior investigation was to 
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sit down with the witness, you identify to the 
witness that this is a recorded interview that is 
being taken, you identify the time, the persons 
present on the tape, the date, and you start with 
the question and answer, if you will, or you have 
the witness relate the information that they are 
giving you. At no time do you turn the tape 
recorder off and on or stop the recording unless 
there is an interruption for whatever reason by 
virtue of going say for a bathroom break or if 
someone should enter the room and interrupt the 
interview at which point the time is noted on the 
tape and also the reason why the interview is 
stopped. When the interview resumes the time 
again is noted and the fact that the interview is 
resuming. And that's the way it goes throughout 
the statement. There should be no interruptions 
whatsoever if it is to be a true version 
statement. 

Okay. When it comes to the taping of a statement, 
what is the procedure generally concerning taping 
the whole statement or having an hour or two 
beforehand where you discuss things? What 
generally is the practice? 

In this particular instance, sir, it was an hour 
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spent discussing some of the courses that I might 


have been on, my background, promotion, my — 
basically my experience going through the ranks 
within the police service. 

Okay. Was — is that a common sort of thing when 
one is taking a recorded statement, in your 
experience? 

I don't do it, sir. I don't really get overly 
concerned about the witness's background as far as 
what they did in their job and how they were 
promoted and so forth. I'm dealing with the 
issues of the information that I am seeking. 

When you met with Mr. Martell did you have any 
reason to believe it was anything but going over 
what you'd already told the RCMP? 

No, sir, it was a repetition as far as I was 
concerned. 

Were there any further communications between you 
and Mr. Martell or the RCMP before you actually 
met with Mr. Martell? 

No, sir, not that I can recall. 

When you met with him, you were present as well as 
your wife. Is that correct? 

That's correct, sir. 

And Mr. Martell, was he by himself? 
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Yes, he was. 

Did he appear to have any documents with him? 

Yes, he did. 

What sort of documents, do you recall? 

He had a file folder that I can recall, various 
yellow leafs, or pages in it with notations made 
on it. He was making notations on the pages. 

Okay. Did you have a copy of the police report or 
your notes with you? 

I may have, sir. I don't recall exactly if I had 
— if I had it on the table with me or not. 

The interview, I think if we look at a transcript 
itself, if I can just have a moment. The 
interview, the portion that was taped began at 
about 11:00; does that sound accurate? 

Yes, sir. 

And Mr. Martell would have been at your place for 
approximately an hour or so before that? 

Yes. I believe the appointment was set for 
approximately 9:30. He was running a little late 
in finding his way to the residence. 

And it went from 11:00 until approximately what 
time in the afternoon? 

2:15, sir. It started at approximately 10:00 a.m. 
The actual recorded statement was 11:00 till about 
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2:15. 

Q So it was four hours plus? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Did you have any breaks during that? 

A No, sir. 

Q Did you at that point in time have any health 
issues? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that would be your heart condition? 

A That is correct. 

Q Did you mention that to Mr. Martell? 

A No, sir. 

Q The interview itself, did it change its general 
tenor during any period of time or did it seem 
things were changing, or what was your general 
impression as to what was going on? 

A My own personal feeling, sir, at the time was it 
started out as an interview and I distinctly felt 
that there was a point where Mr. Martell was not 
satisfied with the responses that he was getting 
and the interview went from an interview, in my 
estimation, to more of an interrogation-type mode. 

Q Approximately when did that occur? 

A I'm not sure, sir. 

Q Okay. And what sort — what did it appear he was 
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it seem was happening? 

A I believe it was — one part of it was the area 
involving Constables Senger and Hartwig and 
whether or not Stonechild — Mr. Stonechild had 
been seen in the back of a police car. 

Q And what was your impression as to what he wanted 
or what was being said? 

A I believe he was quite concerned that I tried to 
explain to him, as I have at this inquiry now on 
two different occasions, that I did not recall how 
I made contact with Constable Senger and Constable 
Hartwig, either by conversation or by Jet Set or 
interoffice memo. That did not seem to satisfy 
Mr. Martell's question. He was — seemed 
determine that I was — spoke to the officers 
personally. 

Q Was there any truth to that? 

A No, sir. 

Q The information, I think it was canvassed in this 
— this interview/interrogation dealt also with 
what Mr. Jason Roy may or may not have told you. 

Do you recall that? 

A Not offhand, sir, no. 

Q Okay. Do you recall if there were any questions 
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concerning whether you'd heard of any allegations 


that Senger or Hartwig or any other police 
officers may have been in contact with Stonechild 
prior to his death? 

Yes, I believe there was something of that nature, 
but I don't have the — 

I*m sorry. 

— transcript in front of me, so — 

Perhaps if -- I think you now have in front of 
you, sir, a copy of Exhibit P-111? 

That's correct, sir. 

Okay. And that is the transcript, to the best of 
your recollection? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. Now, Mr. Martell, when he was meeting with 
you, did it appear he was trying to encourage 
certain facts upon you as to whether or not you 
had received any information about police 
involvement with Stonechild? 

That was the impression I was getting, sir. 

And what gave you that impression? 

The manner in which the — the persistence was 
pursued in regards to different areas, in 
particular Mr. Stonechild being seen in the back 
of a police car or having my contact with Officers 
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Senger and Hartwig. It seemed he was determined 
that that was the way it happened, that they 
contacted me or I contacted them personally. 

Okay. And do you recall the exact responses you 
gave or — 

I believe I did it — told him repeatedly that I 
did not remember whether I contacted them by Jet 
Set or personally, and that I requested an 
investigation from them. 

Okay. 

That didn't seem to satisfy him. 

Looking at page 49, if you will, of the 
transcript, in the middle of the page I think 
you're relating that there has been some 
indication that they had had a contact with him 
that night after Snowberry Downs, and I assume 
there you're referring to Hartwig and Senger? 

In the middle of the page I believe I'm saying 
that I — it was either a personal request or an 
interoffice memo — 

Okay. 

— of some nature that I sent to Hartwig and 
Senger. 

It goes on to say, "Are these members working the 
same shift you're working?" 
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That's correct. 

And your answer was, "No." The question then was, 
"No?" And then what — what — what did you then 
state to Mr. Martell? 

"No, we're a different shift. The reason I say 
that, having contact with, because Jason Roy in 
the investigation indicated that after they left 
Snowberry Downs, that he and the deceased went 
their separate ways and he hadn't seen Stonechild 
afterwards." 

And was that your recollection? 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. Later in the interview I think you do state 
that you had received information about Stonechild 
in a police cruiser. Was that accurate? 

No, sir. That was a comment made in error. 

What, to your way of thinking, caused that error? 
My way of thinking, sir, it was through the 
initial contacts that I'd had, several contacts 
with Officers Lyons and Warner, in their attempt 
to refresh my memory, confusion arose. Had I had 
the opportunity to have my notes and the police 
file available at that time, it would have been 
much clearer, because had that information been 
brought to my attention at that time it would have 




4729 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Plaxton 

been in my notes, in the report, and certainly in 


Mr. Roy's statement. 

Okay. There's nothing in any of that to indicate 
police officers were involved? 

No, sir. 

Okay. And there would have been if you had that 
information? 

That is correct, sir. 

The interview with Mr. Martell, how did it end 
basically? 

It basically ended with my almost telling him to 
get out of my home. 

Okay. And the reason for that, sir? 

Yes. 

What was the reason for that? 

I’d had enough of his argumentative approach and 
basically what I referred to as implied threats. 
Okay. What threats do you believe he was 
implying? 

That I was going to have an extremely difficult 
time explaining this in this inquiry on the stand 
and so forth. He became what I refer to as very 
argumentative, and at the point at the end of the 
statement we start talking of polygraph, we start 
talking of hypnosis. We're taking an interview 
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here, not an interrogation, and if he wanted to 
conduct an interrogation then I would have had 
legal counsel present. He had also indicated that 
I'd been vague and I didn't think of it at the 
time but my response should have been had I been 
vague I would not have had the interview with him 
in the first place. 

Did he appear to be treating you in an even, 
neutral fashion? 

No, sir. 

Do you feel he took advantage of you? 

I believe he tried. 

Okay. The file itself, the one that Officer 
Louttit was able to produce, would a police file 
normally have copies of Jet Sets and such on it? 
Not necessarily, no, sir. 

Okay. What happens with these Jet Sets? 

The Jet Sets, usually one copy is kept by the 
officer who sends the Jet Set out. He may want to 
hang onto it until at least he gets a response of 
some kind. The person receiving the Jet Set may 
respond, depending upon the request. He may 
respond by making a notation on the Jet Set and 
returning it back to the officer or leaving a 
report, depending on what the request is in the 
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Jet Set. 

Q By way of general questions, sir, did you at any 

time come into any information that would lead you 
to believe that Officers Senger, Hartwig, or 
anyone else from the Saskatoon Police Service had 
anything to do with the demise of Neil Stonechild? 

A No, sir. 

Q There have been some suggestions, I believe, that 
certain persons may have attempted to cover up 
information or make information unavailable or 
destroy information concerning Mr. Stonechild or 
matters surrounding that. Do you have any 
information at all that in any way supports that 
allegation? 

A No, sir. 

Q Have you or anyone to your knowledge at any time 
been involved in any agreement, expressed or 
otherwise, to suppress evidence or subvert 
evidence or do anything but come forward with what 
actually occurred? 

A No, sir. 

MR. PLAXTON: Thank you, sir. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, I expect there will, be other 

cross-examination. This might be an appropriate 
time for us to break. Who is to go next? 
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P .M 

.) 







13 

THE 

COMMI 

SSIONER: 

Exc 

use me. Ire 

ne, I 

forgot my bri 

ef 

14 



case. 






15 

THE 

CLERK: 

Oh, 

excuse me. 




16 

THE 

COMMI 

SSIONER: 

Tha 

nk you. Ha 

ve to 

do it again. 


17 

MR. 

FOX, 

examinina: 






18 


Q 

Mr. Jarvis 

, thanks 

, Aaron Fox 

, and 

just a few 


19 



questions. 

Just g 

oing back t 

o 1990 

, certainly 


20 



dealing wi 

th this 

case, but j 

ust in 

general 


21 



dealing in 

-- with 

an investi 

gation 

of a sudden 


22 



death, fai 

r to say 

you would 

rely on other peopl 

e 

23 



associated 

with an 

investigat 

ion li 

ke that. 


24 



whether th 

ey be po 

lice office 

rs or 

medical peopl 

e. 

25 



to do thei 

r job? 
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A Certainly, sir. 

Q And so, for example, if a coroner files a report, 
you would look at that report and rely on the 
information you would get form the coroner about a 
sudden death? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q If a pathologist files a report, whether it's — 

or give you a report, whether oral or in writing, 
you would rely on that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Ident. people, same sort of thing? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Or officers attending at the scene initially to 

examine the body and the circumstances under which 
the body is found, that sort of thing? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And just applying it to this case you — we know 

from looking at your reports and it's been 
reviewed with you today again, you received 
information from the coroner. Doctor Fern, about 
the state of the body that was found and the 
follow-up examination that took place, would that 
be correct? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And from the pathologist as well. Doctor Adolph? 
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A That's correct. 

Q And we see from the report similarly Ident. 

information that would have come from Mr. Morton 
— or at that time Officer Morton? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And from the initial officers who attended at the 

scene? 

A That's correct. 

Q Those reports, at least according to your notes, 

make reference repeatedly to no apparent signs of 
foul play, which is what it — what you have in 
your notes as well. Do you recall receiving 
information that there were any marks on the body 
that suggested there was foul play? 

A No, sir. The only information that I received was 
that of the minor abrasion, as referred to by 
Doctor Adolph, I believe, to the bridge of the 
nose. 

Q Okay. Now you were shown some photographs. This 
was a month ago, you may not recall that, but you 
were shown some photographs or asked about that 
when, I think, on one occasion, that would have 
been the last occasion when you spoke with Officer 
Lyons and Officer Warner, I think you indicated 
that one of them, on their laptop, was able to 
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by Mr. Fox 

basically show you a couple autopsy photographs of 
the body of Neil Stonechild, do you recall that? 

A % believe the only two photographs that I actually 
saw, sir, were one of the face, the abrasion on 
the nose, and the other was of the hands. 

Q Yeah. Okay. And were — are you able to say and 
were you able to say then or now whether those 
photographs accurately depict the state of Mr. 
Stonechild's body at the time it was found by the 
police on November 29th, 1990? 

A No, sir, I didn't do a detailed observation of the 
deceased. 

Q Okay. Basically all you were able to do is look 

at those photographs, whatever they depict now, in 
terms of when they were taken or what may have 
happened to the body from the time of death 
occurring to the time the photographs were taken? 
You're not able to comment on that, I take it? 

A No, sir, I'm not. 

Q Just going back to 1990, did anyone suggest to you 
that it appeared as though there were marks on Mr. 
Stonechild's body that may have been caused by 
handcuffs? 

A No, sir. 

Q And that would include the medical people as well 
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as the police officers involved in the 
investigation? 

A That is correct. 

Q Now the second thing I wanted to ask you about, 

and this has been covered fairly extensively 
already. At some point in time you determined 
that Neil Stonechild — or at least there had been 
a report about Neil Stonechild causing a 
disturbance or at least wanting to be removed from 
the Snowberry Downs Apartment? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q And you subsequently determined that Constable 

Senger and Constable Hartwig were the two officers 
who were dispatched on that call? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And I understand from what you've told us you 
received that information, or whatever, you 
actually looked up the dispatch records and 
confirmed that that was the case? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q There is in front of you, I believe. Exhibit P-36. 

Could you just take a look at that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you know — and I think that may have been 

shown to you a month ago, and I'm not sure, but do 


25 
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you recognize what that is, sir? 

A Yes, it was shown to me a month ago, so — 

Q Okay. Better memory than mine on that point. 

P-36 is the dispatch record for the call to the 
Snowberry Downs apartments on November 24th, 1990. 
Would that have been the information, the type of 
information, or the information that you would 
have received from dispatch when you would have 
looked it up? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that document there, P-36, that's — that's 

not a report, as such, that's the actual dispatch 
record that would have been maintained about the 
call that came in, someone being sent out on the 
call and then the result of that call? 

A I believe, so, yes, sir. 

Q And that indicates at the bottom that it is a GOA? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you understand what that means? 

A It's a common abbreviation used by many of the 

members referring to "gone on arrival." 

Q And if you read that, would you understand that to 
mean "gone on arrival"? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And from looking at that report, would you 
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by Mr. Fox 

understand that to mean that these officers did 
not have dealings with Mr. Neil Stonechild on 
November 24th or 25th of 1990 when they went out 
on that call? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Now Mr. Martell, in his questioning of you — and 
this is the transcript which has been marked P-11 
in — 111 in these proceedings, and just in terms 
of that, the questioning of you by Mr. Martell, 
you've described the time and the length, the 
duration of that. Indicated that the tape 
recorded was not on for the first hour or so and 
there was some general background discussion that 
took place, and then the actual questioning began 
and the tape recorder went on. While you were 
being questioned during that second period of 
time, and I think that would be approximately 
three hours, something like that, was the tape 
recorder on constantly throughout that time, 
period of time? 

A No, sir. 

Q Do you have any idea how many times it was turned 
off? 

A Several. I didn't keep track, sir. It was 
constantly being turned on and off. 
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by Mr. Fox 

Q Was there — were there discussions or were there 
words spoken that would not have been recorded 
during that time period? 

A There may have been, not necessarily in question 
from, sir, but there may have been, "One moment" 
or, "Just a minute, Keith," stop, back up — or 
stop the tape. 

Q Do you know if the tape was backed up? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Okay. So any — can you estimate how many times 
the tape recording was turned off? 

A No, I can't, sir, there was so many. My wife 

could even hear it and she was seven feet away in 
the kitchen — or six or seven feet away in the 
den. 

Q Could — 

A She could hear — 

Q Could hear what? 

A We were sitting at the dining room table. She 
could hear it turning on and off, the constant 
clicking. 

Q Okay. So are you able to say at this time whether 
the transcript there represents all that you would 
have said during that time period or may have 
there been other things that you said that don't 
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appear there, or you don't know? 

A I don't know, sir. 

Q Okay. Now I'm referring -- I'm at page 50 of the 
transcript. This is P-111 and this is the — 
right at the bottom of the page. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Mr. Martell asks the question -- this is the 

secondlast question at the bottom of page 50. "So 
you'd [sic] have gone up to Communications?" and 
your answer was, "Yes, Went up to Communications, 
got a hold of the officer or the NCO in charge 
there, request for the dispatch for that 
particular evening, around that time." And then 
question, "So you saw information. Did you take 
copies of the information?" Answer, "No." "Would 
have you [sic] copied it down in your notes?" 

"I'm not sure if I did or not." And then a 
question, "I don't recall it being in your notes." 
Answer, "Probably not. Based on that they 
attended, I would have just done an interoffice 
memo to them is all I did." "Well I think" — 
Question, "Well, I think that's [sic] what you 
said to the investigators, and we'll get to that 
later, is that you either spoke to them personally 
or an interoffice memo and then it's clarified 
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4 7 41 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Fox 

later on, but regardless of what you would follow 
up with "M'hm." "— I think that if you're 

doing an investigation, as you report in your 
reports, and you indicated earlier that you follow 
up with your notes into a report, and I'm just 
curious as to why you wouldn't have notes in 
regard to that part of the investigation." 

Answer, "I don't know." 

Now that's referred to again then 
at page 79, this is about half way down the page, 
page 79. Question, "There's nothing" — that's 
the question I'm at, page 79. Have you got that, 
Mr. — 

A Yeah. I don't have that question though. This is 
out of sequence. 

Q Yeah, just a second. 

A I found the page, sir. 

Q My last page reference probably is inaccurate as 

well-. This was the one where we've got two — two 
different numbering schemes to it. I'm just going 
to — perhaps just for the record maybe I'll just 
quickly check and get the correct page number for 
the last one. This is on page 81 I'm referring 
to. The last page I referred to is page 50. 

MS. KNOX: That was right. 
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That's correct. That's correct. 
This is page 81 then and I think it's near the 
top. My Lord. 

Page 81? 

MR. FOX: Yeah. And again, Mr. Martell 

states, "There's nothing —." You answer — your 
answer is, "That we know of anyway." Question: 
"There's nothing in your notes in regard to the 
CPIC checks that you did at Telecoms either, 
identifying these two officers as being connected 
to Neil Stonechild?" Answer: "It wasn't CPIC 
checks. That was just a check in the dispatch 
cards." Question: "Regardless —" Answer: 
"Yeah." Question: there was nothing. You 

found out information pertinent to the 
investigation?" Answer: "Yeah." Question: 
and you didn't put it in your notebook?" Answer: 
"Okay. Yeah." I read from that — it appears as 
though Mr. Martell again is suggesting to you that 
you didn't record anything in your notebook about 
these two officers, being Mr. Hartwig and — or 
Constable Hartwig and Constable Senger — as being 
the two officers connected to Neil Stonechild in 
the sense that they were dispatched that night? 
That's what he's inferring, yes, sir. 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

a 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


4 7 4 3 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Fox 

Q Yeah. And you actually seemed to be agreeing with 
him at this point in time? 

A At that point I don't believe I was looking at my 
notes there. 

Q Would I be correct when I look at your notes you 
do, in fact, have that in your notes? 

A That's correct. 

Q Specifically with your notes, if we turn to page 

87 of your notes, and this is Exhibit P-106. 

P-106, page 87, on November 24th -- or do you want 
to just perhaps read what is in your notes? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q I'll let you try and read your writing rather than 
I do it. 

A November 24th, '90, 2351 hours. Deceased at 

party, 306 3308-33rd Street West. Complainant was 
Trent Ewart, with his phone number. The following 
notation is, "Wanted deceased removed due to 
intoxicated. Constable Hartwig and Senger 
attended at 2356 and cleared at 0017 hours on 
November 25th, '90." 

Q So when I read your notes, in fact, you have made 
a notation in your notes that Constable Hartwig 
and Senger were the two officers that were 
dispatched to deal with Neil Stonechild early on - 
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Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Fox 

- or late on November 24th, late — early on 
November 25th, 1990? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And similarly, when I read your report, and if you 
can turn to just Exhibit P-61, and this would be 
your report dated -- I believe it's the November 
30th — yes, November 30th, 1990 report? It's a 
report that — it's a report that begins "1530 
(sic) hours this date I spoke to Shannon 
Nowaselski." 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Okay. And if you turn to page 2 of that report 
and the first full paragraph on page 2? This is 
again your report we're looking at? 

A Right, sir. 

Q What do you say there? 

A Second paragraph, "On checking the calls 

dispatched I learned that Constable Hartwig had 
attended at this residence at approximately 2356 
hours and cleared at 0017 hours on November 25th, 
1990 being unable to locate the deceased." 

Q And that was again in relation to the call that 

had been made to have Mr. Stonechild removed from 
the Snowberry Downs apartment's residence? 

A Yes, sir. 
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4 7 4 5 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Fox 

Q So contrary to what Mr. Martell is suggesting to 
you in the interview, in fact what you agreed 
with, the reference to Constable Senger and 
Constable Hartwig being dispatched to deal with 
Neil Stonechild November 24th and the early 
morning November 25th, 1990 appears both in your 
notes that were made in November of 1990 and 
appears as well in your report that was made 
November, 1990? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And the information in your notes, in your report, 
is consistent with what the dispatch record shows, 
which is Exhibit P-36? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q Now just talking about that for a moment. You've 
indicated and you've testified to this, and I 
think you've stated that in your interview with 
Sergeant Lyons and Corporal Warner, that after 
seeing that information or obtaining that 
information, you'd have made some inquiry of 
Constable Hartwig and Constable Senger if they 
had, in fact, seen Neil Stonechild at all, and you 
indicated that may have been either by a verbal 
request of them or may have been as a result of an 
actual interoffice memo to them requesting a 
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MR. FOX: 


report from them? 

That's correct, sir. 

Now I take it from that it's possible that you may 
have seen Constable Hartwig or Constable Senger or 
one or both of them and simply verbally confirmed 
with them that you've got a dispatch record here 
that states that they were gone — that Neil 
Stonechild was gone on arrival when you got there 
and obviously didn't deal with him, is that 
correct, or did you actually see him? 

I don't have any recollection of an actual meeting 
with them, no, sir. 

But that's the type of conversation that certainly 
could have taken place? 

Yes. 

And the record, for whatever it is, the record 
shows that he was gone on arrival. If they, in 
fact, said, "Yeah, he was. That's right, he was 
gone on arrival", is there anything more that 
needs to be added to that record than what's 
already there? 

No, sir. 

Thank you. Those are all the 
questions I have, Mr. Jarvis. 


25 


THE COMMISSIONER: 


Other examination? 
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1 MR. ROSSMANN, examining: 


2 

Q 

I wanted to ask you a few questions about 



3 


training. Now, first of all, it's my 



4 


understanding that you started with the Police 

5 


Service when? 



6 

A 

February 16th, 1966. 



7 

Q 

And you were promoted to corporal in 1979 

? 


8 

A 

I'm not sure when the actual -- what year 

it 

was. 

9 


sir. I believe it was somewhere around ' 

79, 

'80. 

10 

Q 

Okay. And sergeant about 1983? 



11 

A 

That's probably close, yes. 



12 

Q 

Okay. And staff sergeant October '81 — 



13 

A 

In '91. 



14 

Q 

— '91 rather? 



15 

A 

Yes. 



16 

Q 

Okay. Now the — are you familiar with the 


17 


service records that are kept, including 

something 

18 


that's called a tombstone, which records 

all 

your 

19 


training and whatnot? 



20 

A 

Yes, sir. 



21 

Q 

And I'm going to show you a copy of your 

- 

I 

22 


wonder if you'd just go over that and see 

if 

it is 

23 


the record of your training? 



24 

A 

Well, it's got my name on the top, so I can 

only 

25 


assume that it is. 
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by Mr. Rossmann 

1 

MR. 

PLAX 

TON: 

Do 

you h 

ave the do 

cume 

nt 

2 



(inaudible)? 






3 

MR. 

ROSS 

MANN: 

It 

' s Sto 

nechild In 

quir 

y-59(a). 

4 


Q 

MR. ROSSMANN: 

Pe 

rhaps 

if we went 

thr 

ough it this 

5 



way. On page 1 

o 

f the 

document i 

t sh 

ows a 

6 



tactical commun 

ications 

course Ma 

rch 

of 1993. 

7 



Does that ring 

a : 

bell. 

recall tha 

t? 


8 


A 

No, it doesn't. 

s 

ir. 




9 


Q 

You don't recal 

1 

that? 




10 


A 

I don't recall 

wh 

at it 

was about 

- 


a 


Q 

Okay. 






12 


A 

— offhand, sir 






13 


Q 

What about at t 

he 

bottom of the f 

irst 

page? 

14 



There's inciden 

t 

report 

training. 

Jun 

e, 1992? 

15 


A 

I believe that 

wa 

s the 

new style 

of i 

ncident 

16 



reports that we 

re 

being 

brought o 

ut. 

everyone went 

17 



through that. 






18 


Q 

All right. And 

. over on 

page 2, i 

ncident report 

19 



training, March 

o 

f 1992 

? More of 

the 

same? 

20 


A 

Yes, sir. 






21 

MR. 

WINEGARDEN: 

Mr 

. Commissioner, 

sorr 

y to rise. 

22 



but we have not 

receive 

d this as 

a pi 

ece of 

23 



disclosure and 

so 

I ' m h 

aving trouble 

following 

24 



along. 






25 

MR. 

ROSS 

MANN: 

Mr 

. Commissioner, 

this 

document was 
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distributed by Mr. Hesje. It bears number 

Stonechild Inquiry SI-59(a). 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Not to Mr. Roy, however. 

MR. HESJE: Of course, this is — full 

disclosure has never been made to Mr. Roy based on 

the previous rulings. I've tried to anticipate 
what evidence would be relevant to this witness 
and disclose that to him. Certainly this was not 
disclosed and we'll provide him with a copy. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Do you want a few minutes to look 

at this, Mr. Winegarden, or will you follow along 
as we — 

MR. WINEGARDEN: I'll follow along. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well,. 

Q MR. ROSSMANN: All right. Skip down towards the 
bottom of page 2, there's — it says exhibit 
stores training, 1991, October 1991. Do you 
remember what that was about? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q What about the next one down, bloodstain patterns, 
1991? 

A I believe that was a one-day course where a -- I 
believe it was a member of the RCMP came in and 
gave an overview of working with bloodstain 
patterns — 
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Q M' hm. 

A — for the benefit of the members and its value 
insofar as investigative work. 

Q Right. What about page 3 there, about — just 
before the halfway mark. Introduction to 
Supervision? I take it that's to do with 
promotions and whatnot? 

A That was a course, there was — one course, sir. 

It was referred to as SPAC, which was -- I believe 
it was SPAC — sorry, it was the introduction to 
management course, I believe. It was normally 
held in Ottawa at the police college, and there 
was a separate version that was basically 
established with City Hall in regards to the 
Saskatoon — City of Saskatoon supervisory course, 
and that's what this would be. And it was spread 
out over approximately a year with different 
dates. 

Q All right. Then just below that is Leadership and 
Motivation, December '89? 

A This was all part of the same course. 

Q Okay. Organizing and Co-ordinating the Work Unit? 

Part of — 

A Same thing. 

Q Part of that? 


25 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q Problem Analysis and Decision-Making? 

A Yes. 

Q Is that part of the same? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Communicating Effectively? 

A That's correct. 

Q Same thing? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And then just before the middle of page 4, 
Interviewing Skills? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q That was a separate police course or not? 

A No, that was all part of City Hall's supervisory 

course. 

Q Okay. Interviewing and Interrogation, SPC? Is 

that Sask Police College? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q And that's January 30th to February 1st, 1989? 

A That's correct. 

Q All right. Next is a child abuse seminar, 1988? 
A Yes, sir. 

Q That's a police course? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And page 5, there's a course on young offenders. 


25 
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1985, April 17? It's a — just one-third of the 
way down page 5?. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And page 6, Introduction to Management, Saskatoon 
Police College, October 4th to October 8th, 1982? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Page 7, just second from the top, child abuse 

seminar, February, 1979? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And middle of the page, crime detection lab 
seminar. May 24th to May 27th, 1977? 

A Yes. 

Q And just a couple below that, management courses, 

file management. It doesn't have a date on that. 
Did you take a course called that or — 

A I'm not sure, so I -- I may have. 

Q Okay. Investigation of rape is the next one and 
again there's no date on that? 

A No, it's — I don't know. 

Q Okay. And the rest of it, in fairness, is that 
mostly firearms type of training and other 
physical types of training? 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. So having gone over that, does that seem 

like the kinds of training that you had while you 
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were in service with the Saskatoon Police Service? 


2 A Yes. 

3 MR. ROSSMANN: Okay. Mr. Commissioner, I'd ask 

4 that be marked as an exhibit. 

5 THE COMMISSIONER: It's P-114. 

6 EXHIBIT P-114: RECORD OF TRAINING COURSES OF KEITH JARVIS 

7 MR. ROSSMANN: Those are my questions. 

8 THE COMMISSIONER: Other examination? 

9 MR. WINEGARDEN, examining: 
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22 THE COMMISSIONER: 

23 MR. WINEGARDEN: 

24 THE COMMISSIONER: 

25 MR. WINEGARDEN: 


Good afternoon, Mr. Jarvis. I'm Darren Winegarden 
and I represent Mr. Roy. 

Yes, sir. 

I just wanted to start with a couple of questions 
regarding the statement that you gave to Mr. 
Martell, and at the very beginning of the 
statement, you may have it there before you, it's 
Exhibit P-111, and at the very bottom — in your 
answer at the bottom of the page, it says that 
there was another course that you had taken called 
statement analysis. Do you see that there? 

Yes. 

Sorry, what page are you on? 

At page 1 of Exhibit -- 
Very well*- Thank you. 

— P-11 (sic), My Lord. 
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And I -- as my friend Mr. — my learned friend, 

Mr. Rossmann was looking through the — your 

tombstone, I didn't take notice of that. Is that 

present there in your tombstone? 

I didn't notice it, sir. 

Okay. Would that be a separate training course or 
was that part of another training course that you 
took? 

It should have been on that particular document, 
sir, I would expect. 

It should have been on there? Okay. So it would 
surprise you if it weren't on there, is that 
right? 

Yes. 

Okay. 

M' hm. 

And when you took this statement analysis, what — 
what does a course like that entail? I'm just 
curious. 

It's basically — there was a group of police 
officers from all across the province in a hotel 
and the lecturer, Mr. Avinom Sapur, was in to give 
a — I believe it was a four-day workshop on 
statement analysis. There were scenarios that 
were given to the class members. One in 
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particular was the capture of Adolf Eichmann and 

we were given a topic or a series of pages to read 

and the objective was to determine who, in fact, 

made the statement, "We have captured Eichmann." 

Q On a review of the statements? 

A On a review of the reading that was given to us. 

Q Okay. Fair enough. And they were teaching you 
how to pick out lies in the statement, is that 
fair to say? 

A I don't know if you could say it was lies or 
whether it was lack of information. 

Q Or inconsistencies? 

A As an example, Avinom Sapur, the instructor, 

suggested that everyone write down what they did 
from the time they went to bed the night before 
until the time they got up that morning. 

Q Okay. And surprisingly many of the — the two 

individuals that he picked out, they would get to 
a certain point and simply say that them and their 
wife had gone to bed and they got up at 6:30 in 
the morning. Mr. Sapur's rationale was, "And? 

You went to bed and ...?" He was looking for more 
information. 

Q And so you could always find more information 
you're suggesting I guess? 
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A That was the idea behind it. 

Q Okay. And you applied that form of question and 
answer analysis, is that right, and you talked 
with Mr. Martell about a circumstance when you 
applied statement analysis, is that right? 

A Once. 

Q Once? 

A Yes. I tried it, yes. 

Q And that was in a rape investigation, is that 
right? 

A An alleged sexual assault, yes. 

Q An alleged sexual assault. And how did that 

investigation turn out? I know we listened to the 
transcript of that. 

A It turned out, sir, at that time we were dealing 
with total disclosure between prosecution and the 
defence counsel. The suspect — everything 
indicated that the suspect was, in fact, guilty, 
however, as a result of the disclosure and 
speaking with his counsel, and I met with his 
counsel on two different occasions, I eventually 
ended up proving him innocent. 

Q Right. And you investigated that for some time, 
did you not? 
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Yes. 
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Q How long did you spend on that investigation? 

A I believe it was three months. 

Q And you applied a polygraph test in that 
investigation, did you? 

A To the suspect, yes. 

Q You did? And you spent three months on that 

investigation? 

A Yes. 

Q Did that seem excessive at all? 

A Not at the time, sir, no. The evidence indicated 
at that time that the suspect was, in fact, 

guilty. His lawyer indicated that he wasn't. And 

we were simply asking, provide — give us 
information that we can work with, that we can 
follow up on. 

Q And so you followed up — 

A Which eventually he did. 

Q And you followed up every avenue, is that fair to 

say? 

A Every avenue that was given to us, yes. 

Q Every avenue that was given to you. And if I were 

to suggest to you that you didn't follow every 
avenue that was given to you in the Stonechild 
•investigation, would that be fair to say? 

A No, sir. 
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Q No? Well you didn't contact Mr. P. 

A No, I tried. I couldn't locate Mr. P. 

Q Okay. But you did receive some information, I 
understand, and I think you confirmed that with 
some of my friends, that you received some 
information that there could have been foul play 
and that Mr. P may have been involved in that, is 
that right? 

A That was the initial allegations, I believe, in 
the reports that suggest that Mr. Stonechild had 
been beaten up by the Ps and taken out and dropped 
off. There was nothing to support Mr. Stonechild 
having been beaten up other than a minor abrasion 
to his nose. 

Q So — yeah, a minor abrasion to his nose. And you 
had a suggestion that he was beaten up by somebody 
and left in the north end. Wouldn't that leave 
you to the suspicion that, you know, maybe he had 
been murdered? 

A No, sir. 

Q No? 

A Not with the information that I received from the 
Identification officers that attended at the 
scene, the senior officers that attended at the 
scene, the reports from the coroner and the 
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pathologist. 

But if somebody had been beaten, if there was a 
cut on his nose, he was left in the north end and 
he froze to death, wouldn't the suggestion be that 
it was a result of those persons having left him 
in the north end? 

There was no sign of any beating, sir, to suggest 
that he had been beaten and left there. 

But you had said that he had a cut on his nose? 

A minor abrasion, as it was described by the 
pathologist and the coroner. 

And you didn't think that it was important for 
you, as the investigator of this event, to go and 
look at that cut, that abrasion, to make an 
assessment on it? 

No, sir. There was two medical professionals who 
are more capable than I am to make that 
evaluation. 

But would they be crime investigators? 

No, but I believe they can probably determine 
whether or not that minor abrasion was the cause 
of his death. 

Well, whether or not it's the cause of death, but 
if he was assaulted by somebody, wouldn't you be 
in a better position to make that assessment than 
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a coroner, a doctor? 

I believe in the original report, sir. Dr. Fern, 
or one of the medical personnel, had already 
indicated that that abrasion could have been 
caused as a result of falling on to crusty snow. 
Well, perhaps so, but I'm just saying that as part 
of your investigation, didn't you think it was 
important for you to take a look at that abrasion 
to make the assessment for your own personal peace 
of mind — 

No, sir. 

— to decide what it was? No? And why is that? 

I didn't feel it was necessary. I rely on other 
officers and other personnel that work alongside 
of me. 

Okay. Have you ever done any other investigations 
where somebody had been involved in a fight, in 
any kind of an altercation? 

Yes, many assaults. 

Okay. And what kind of abrasions, you know, 
problems did you see with them? 

It can vary, sir. They can vary from bruising to 
major lacerations to anything you can really think 
of. 

Right. And would that be -- whereabouts on the 
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body, I guess? 

It could be anywhere on the body, sir. They could 
be on the hands, on the arms, on the face. 

On the hands? 

It could be on their hands, too. 

So what kind of abrasions might you see on the 
hands if somebody were in a fight? 

If someone were in a fight? You're going to find 
scrapes, cuts. 

Right. And did you check Mr. Stonechild to see 
whether there was any marks like that on him? 

No, sir. 

Any defensive wounds? 

No, sir. 

And you didn't think that was important to check? 

I didn't view the body, sir. The body had already 
been removed from the scene and taken up to the 
hospital. 

And when you were at the hospital did you check 
for those things? 

No, sir, I did not. 

Now just referring back again to — I don't mean 
to jump around, I'm just a little disorganized is 
all, but when we were talking about — or when you 
were talking with Mr. Martell, you were being 
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interviewed by him, he had indicated that he had 

applied statement analysis to your statement, is 

that right? 

That's correct, yes. 

And his finding was that it didn't fair so well, 
is that fair to say? 

I believe that he suggested that I was being vague 
or evasive — 

Vague and evasive? 

-- was his words, if I remember correctly. 

Okay. Because people might have ulterior motives? 
That's what he said, is that right? 

I’m not sure what you -- where you're referring 
to, sir. 

I’m referring to page 21. I think you're talking 
with him and he's saying that in terms of the rape 
investigation that you had where people are 
sometimes vague and evasive, it's because they 
might have ulterior motives. I'm referring to the 
second question on page 21? 

I don't think my pages match up to yours, though. 
Oh, no. Okay. 

All right, so it is. Okay. 

Okay, yeah, there it is. It says that you would 
have — be suspicious of motives because people 
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have ulterior motives? 

A I'm not sure what he's referring to there, sir, 
other than the sexual assault file. 

Q Right. Well, I think what he was referring to is 
that when you apply statement of analysis, that 
sometimes you get an overlap of things that 
they're answering questions about, certain things 
they're lying about, and ulterior motives can be a 
factor in that. 

A I'm not sure if that's what he's referring to, 
sir, when I read the statement. We're talking 
about where we were able to place the suspect in 
regards to evidence that we were collecting at the 
t ime. 

MR. HESJE: Excuse me, Mr. Commissioner, I have 

some concern about where this may be going in 
terms of reference to statement analysis. In my 
view that is not properly put to this witness. 

You issued a ruling — 

THE COMMISSIONER: You should come to the 

microphone, Mr. Hesje. 

MR. HESJE: My point, Mr. Commissioner, is that 

earlier on in these proceedings you issued a 
ruling that — to the effect that polygraph 
evidence has no probative value and would not be 
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admissible to the extent it's used to suggest 
whether a person is telling the truth or is being 
deceitful. In my respectful view, the statement 
analysis falls in the same category. It's 
somebody, and we haven't established the 
credentials or background to it, but it's still 
somebody has wrote a report expressing an opinion 
as to whether this witness was being truthful or 
evasive, and for the same reasons that you 
articulated with respect to the polygraph, I don't 
believe that evidence should be permitted. It's 
simply another opinion on an issue ultimately 
which you have to make the finding, that is, the 
credibility of this witness. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm inclined to agree. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Well* the only questions I'm asking 

in that regard is that I'd like to find out from 
his perspective what the underlying principle in 
statement analysis is, and that's to, you know, 
question whether or not there are conflicting 
thoughts in the mind of the person who's being 
analyzed and, you know, if that's correct. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But that's a different matter. 

That's simply asking you on the basis of your 
training what it is that statement analysis 
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focuses upon. 

THE WITNESS: I'm not sure if I can answer that. 

My Lord, as far as my qualifications. It was a 
very brief four-day seminar. The man that could 
qualify on that would be Avinom Sapur, the man who 
teaches it. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But you're saying that 

notwithstanding your training, you're not able to 
say what the function of statement analysis is? 

THE WITNESS: I wouldn't feel comfortable saying 

it, My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well.. 

MR. WINEGARDEN: Okay, fair enough. Well, I had 

some other questions in that regard. My Lord. 
Perhaps I ought to leave those questions aside 
then. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Yes. 

Q MR. WINEGARDEN: Okay. So getting back to your 
investigation of Mr. Stonechild. So you had 
information that he was missing a shoe, is that 
right? 

A That's correct. 

Q Okay. And you didn't think that was pertinent 
information, that you should look further after 
where that shoe might be? 
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No, sir. That had already been checked out by the 
officers who attended at the scene. I believe 
Canine were called. There were officers at the 
scene. I wasn't on duty at the time. When I came 
on duty the deceased had already been removed from 
the scene. That scene was now contaminated, in my 
estimation. 

But let's say, for example, that if you did check 
further with Mr. P and you found the shoe was at 
his house, would that not be pertinent 
information? 

I suppose it would be if the shoe was at Mr. P's 
house. I had nothing to say that the shoe was at 
Mr. P's house or anywhere where the shoe was. 

But you did have some information that Mr. P was 
involved. Is that fair? 

There were allegations made, yes, sir. 

Okay. And so you didn't take it upon yourself to, 
you know, get a warrant and check Mr. P's house to 
see if there was information that was at his house 
that was important? 

No, sir. 

No evidence? Do you think that might have been 
important to do? 

I don't know at this point, sir, if it would have 
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been or not. 

Q Okay. Now, just referring you to P-61 and it's 
the report that you filed. It's dated 90-11-30. 

A That's the one starting at 1550 hours this date? 

Q Yes, it is. 

A Okay. 

Q And on that one it says, "At 1642 a Crime Stoppers 

tip was received at the station." Did you — did 
you receive that Crime Stoppers tip? 

A I didn't receive it myself, no, not personally. 

Q Okay. Would there be a recording made of that? 

A I believe there was. I'm not sure. 

Q And did you listen to that recording? 

A Oh, not the recording, no. It would have been in 

written form, if anything, sir. 

Q Okay. So there wouldn't be an audio recording of 
that? 

A Not that I'm aware of. 

Q Okay. But that was — was that an important piece 
of information in your investigation? 

A To some extent, yes, sir. It was an allegation 
against the Ps that later did not develop. 

Q But the suggestion is there was some kind of 
wrongdoing. Is that right? 

A Yes, sir. 
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Q And that Mr. Stonechild was taken to the north end 
and left there somehow. 

A I don't know if he was or not, sir. 

Q But that was the suggestion. Is that right? 

A He was found in the north end. How he got there I 
don't know, sir. The suggestion was that he was 
beaten up and dropped off by the Ps. 

Q Right. So he was beaten up and dropped off by the 
Ps and then later he was found dead, is that 
right? 

A The allegations are that he was beaten up by the 
Ps and dropped off. 

Q Okay. 

A Yes. 

Q So would that not lead you to the direction of 
thinking that it was a major crime that had 
occurred here? 

A I believe, sir, I referred to that further on in 
my report, that there was more investigation that 
was required. I suggested that the file be turned 
over to Major Crimes at the end of that report. 

Q Right, and did that happen? 

A No, sir. 

Q Does that surprise you? 

A No, sir. 
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Q Why is that? 

A A lot depends on manpower, as I believe I 

testified a month ago. It wasn't uncommon for 
officers to go on days off or officers to request 
files be transferred to either someone else to do 
follow-up on immediately because they felt it was 
necessary to have additional follow-up done. 
Depending on manpower and the availability of 
manpower within your own section or other sections 
was a big determining factor as to whether that 
file got transferred. 

Q And so the file might have got transferred to 
somebody else? 

A From all outside appearances, sir, I don't think 
it was. 

Q Okay. 

A The request was there. 

Q I'm just curious because with the other one, with 

the sexual assault file, that file remained with 
you for three months at least. Is that right? 

A That's correct, yes. 

Q Why wouldn't this one remain with you longer? 

A The sexual assault file, sir, was a Morality file. 

This, the Stonechild file, at the time, and I 
believe, like as I say, at the end of this 
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particular report that we're referring to, I 

believe I indicated that with the possibility of 

foul play, and I was going on four days off, that 

the file should be turned over to Major Crimes for 

immediate follow-up investigation, and that was 

the one reason why it should have gone to Major 

Crime. That was the request that was made. 

And did you follow up with that, to see if it had 

gone to Major Crimes, see if they were following 

up on it? 

It didn't go to Major Crimes, sir. It was still 
in my slot when I got back to work four days 
later. 

Okay. And so did you do the follow-up 
investigation then? 

Pardon? 

Did you make the follow-up investigation if that 
was appropriate? 

I continued investigating after that for another - 

- I believe another day or whatever it was. 

M'hm. But not for three months. 

No, sir. 

So I just want to ask you some questions now about 

— it would be November 30th, 1990, you indicated 
that you had taken a statement from Jason Roy. Is 
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that right? 

That's correct, sir, yes. 

Okay. And on page 55, I hope it's the correct 
page you have there, 55, it's the second answer 
from the bottom. 

Of — 

Pardon me, of P-11 (sic), that's that statement 
that you gave to Mr. Martell. 

Page 55? 

That's right. It says, "No, and I'm — don't 
believe that came in the statement. I think that 
came during general conversation, and maybe I 
neglected to put it in the statement but —." So 
when you were talking with Mr. Roy there was 
general conversation that was happening with him 
during that time. 

Prior to taking the statement there was general 
conversation, yes. 

Okay. So while he's writing things down -- I 
submit Mr. Roy is not writing down verbatim what 
he's thinking or what he's saying to you, he's 
writing things down and there's conversations 
happening at the same time, is that fair to say? 
No, I think what we're referring to here, sir, is 
if we go back about three questions, "Were you 
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aware of the fact that Jason, at that time Jason 
Roy was checked by the police?" That is what Mr. 
Martell is inferring here. 

Q M' hm. 

A And I believe I have already testified to that 

effect, sir, that that was — in this statement I 
did in fact tell Mr. Martell that Jason Roy had 
advised me that he has seen Neil Stonechild in the 
back of a police car. 

Q Right. 

A And I believe I already testified to the fact that 
that was a comment made in error that was created 
as a result of confusion by the RCMP officers, 
Lyons and Warner, trying to assist me in 
refreshing my memory sometime before that. 

Q Oh, okay. So you're fairly easily confused, are 

you? 

A No, sir, we're talking 13 years that they were 

asking — or 10 years that they were asking me to 
remember, and I had no recollection of that. 

Q And when you were a police officer would you be 

confused when you were questioning Jason Roy, for 
example? Would you be easily misled by someone 
Eike that? 

A No, sir. 
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No? But you're easily misled now? 

No, I'm not easily misled, sir. 

Well, you seem to — 

I'm saying my memory is probably no different to 
anyone else's from 10 years ago. 

But you seem to provide some pretty detailed 
information about what occurred and what Jason Roy 
saw, what he said he saw. 

That's what Jason Roy told me in his statement, 
sib- He wrote the statement himself. 

Right, and he said that he saw — well, he didn't 
— not in his written statement, but he says that 
he saw Neil Stonechild in the back seat of a 
police car and you confirmed that with Mr. Martell 
In the audio tape. 

That was the suggestions, if you will, or the 
scenarios that were put forth to me sometime prior 
to that. 

And so you were just rhyming back — you were 
rhyming back then some scenario that was put to 
you? 

As I indicated to officers Lyons and Warner, I 
didn't know if some of the information that we 
were dealing with was from my memory or from a 
result of what they had suggested during our 
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conversations. 

Q So that might have been your memory that was 
coming out. 

A I don't believe it was, sir, because had it been, 
it would have been in my notes, in the report and 
certainly in Jason Roy's statement, which was 
taken less than 48 hours after the deceased was 
found. 

Q When Jason Roy gave his statement, was there other 
people present in that room? 

A I believe there was someone else there. I don't 
know who it was, sir. 

Q And did you take a statement from her? 

A No, sir. 

Q Was she there the whole time you were giving — or 
you were taking the statement? 

A I don't know. 

Q So I'm just referring now to the bottom of page 73 
and the top of page 74 of that same exhibit, P- 
111 , 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And so the question is, "You went and checked the 
records. You knew the police were involved with 
him; you had Jason Roy tell you they were involved 
with him." They were saying that you had no — 
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that you had no recollection of contact with them. 
Would you not — would that not be something that 
you would remember, and you're saying that you 
don't recollect it, and then there's some more 
discussion at the end of that. In the answer you 
say, "Whether I got that investigation I couldn't 
tell you because we don't have necessarily the 
whole file." 

Yes, sir. 

What would be missing from the file? 

An investigation report from Constables Hartwig 
and Senger that was requested either by inter¬ 
office memo or by my having contacted them 
personally. As I've testified several times so 
far in this inquiry, I don't recall which way I 
contacted Officers Hartwig and Senger. It was 
either by a Jet Set or interoffice memo or 
personally and I requested an investigation 
report. 

And so you never got a written statement from them 
to put on the file, is that fair? 

From? 

Hartwig and Senger. 

I don't know, sir, if one came through. I'd have 
no recollection of one coming through. It may 
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very well have. I don't know. It's not on this 
file. 

Q All right. I just want to now look at the 

statement that you took from Jason Roy, and I 
think that's entered as Exhibit P-6, but it's part 
of Exhibit P-61, I think, that you have in front 
of you there, sir. Now if we look at that 
statement at the end of the portion that's written 
by Jason Roy or it suggests to be written by Jason 
Roy, the last sentence it says, "I looked around 
and blacked out and woke up at Julie Binnings." 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q But in the questions and answers that follow, I 
didn't see any questions from you regarding, you 
know, what occurred when he blacked out or how he 
got back to Julie Binnings' or anything like that. 

A No. 

Q Would that not be of interest to you? 

A I don't know, sir. Obviously I didn't ask him the 
question at the time. 

Q Right. Do you think that wouldn't be pertinent, 

though, because I guess the suggestion is, is that 
Jason Roy was the last person who saw him alive, 
or one of the last people who saw him alive, and 
might it not be important what his whereabouts 


25 



4777 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Winegarden 


was? 

It may very well have been, sir. According to his 
statement, him and Neil Stonechild were at the 
last apartment building. They went their separate 
ways, or at least Jason indicates that he blacked 
out, and it probably would have been pertinent to 
ask him how he got to Julie Binnings', but I 
didn't ask the question. 

That he often blacked out or that he — whether 
they were taking drugs? Did you ask him that? 

No? 

No, I didn't. He had indicated earlier that 
they'd drank a 40-ounce bottle of Silent Sam, so I 
could understand why he would pass out. 

I just want to refer you back again to the report 
dated 90-11-30, and it's the one starting 1550 
hours. Sorry, it would be in Exhibit P-61. 

Yes, sir. 

And I think it's page 3 of that report towards the 
end. 

Now which page, sir? 

Page 3. 

Thank you. Sorry. 

It says, "It is possible that the deceased was in 
fact going to turn himself in as indicated by the 
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witnesses and was possibly headed for the 

Correctional Centre on 60th Street." What led you 

to have that belief, that he might be trying to 

turn himself in at the Correctional Centre? 

A I'd had conversation with the community group home 
that he was in, I can't remember the lady's name 
offhand now, and there was indications that he 
wanted to turn himself in, that they had spoken to 
him and that he had — at some point before that 
date — and he indicated that he wanted to turn 
himself in but not at that time. He needed time 
to think. That was simply myself thinking out 
loud as regards to that paragraph. 

Q So you never did any investigation to find out 
whether Neil Stonechild had ever been at the 
Correctional Centre? 

A No. 

Q Had he ever stayed there? 

A He's a juvenile, sir, he wouldn't be there. 

Q Right, exactly, so why would he then -- 

A But that doesn't mean he couldn't turn himself in 
there and they would, in turn, contact the police 
to pick him up and transport him back to either 
Kilburn Hall, the group home or wherever it was he 
was supposed to go. 
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Q Well, no, certainly they could do that, but why 
would he do that? 

A I don't know why he would do that. 

Q Why would you think he would do that? 

A Pardon? 

Q Why would you think that he would do that? 

A As I just indicated, sir. He indicated — 

Q You said to me that he was a juvenile. 

A Yes. 

Q And he'd never stayed there. 

A I also said, sir, that he was wanting to turn 

himself in, according to the group home person, 
and, as, I say, I don't recall her name offhand. 
It's there, but I just don't remember it. 

Q Right. Well, he was staying in a group home so 
rrjight not he turn himself back in to the group 
home? Wouldn't that be more logical than him 
turning himself in at the Correctional Centre? 

A The group home was in Sutherland. He was in the 

west end of the city and he was found in the north 
industrial. 

Q Right. Well, wouldn't it even be closer to turn 
himself in, say, across the street at the 7- 
Eleven? 

A % don't know if 7-Eleven is across the street or 
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not, sir. 

Q Well, across the street from the — from Snowberry 
Downs. 

A That's a very good possibility, yes, sir. 

Q Right. Maybe he went back to 7-Eleven. Did you 
check to see if he had gone back to 7-Eleven? 

A No. 

Q Don't you think it might have been important to 
talk with the clerks at the 7-Eleven to see if 
he'd come back? 

A It's possible, yes, sir. 

Q Okay. They might have recognized somebody who 
came in with a cut across their nose, bleeding? 

A That's possible. 

Q Right. 

A Anything is possible, sir, yeah. 

Q Yeah, for sure, and maybe that's an eventuality 
that should have been checked. Is that fair to 
suggest? 

A It could have been checked. 

Q Right. But it wasn't checked, was it? 

A No. 

Q And why is that? 

A I didn't think of it at the time. I don't know 
why it wasn't checked, sir, at that time. 
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Well, we have the statement of Jason Roy and he's 


saying that they were at the 7-Eleven warming up, 
right? 

That's correct. They went there to buy something 
apparently, according to Jason Roy, I believe. 
M'hm, maybe buy — yeah, well, they were there, 
though, and you know they were there. 

They had been there, yes. 

Right. But you didn't check to see if he went 
back. 

No. 

Or you didn't ask the clerks what the demeanour 
was when they were there? 

No, sir. 

Could that be because you knew they didn't go back 
to 7-Eleven? You knew that Neil Stonechild didn't 
go back to 7-Eleven, isn't that right? 

No. 

So you didn't bother to check. 

No, I didn't know anything at all, sir, in that 
regard. 

Well, wouldn't you check, though? Wouldn't you be 
curious? I mean it's the closest place to 
Snowberry Downs. The last place he's seen is at 
the Snowberry Downs. The police officers say he's 
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GOA. 

That's correct. 

Right. Trevor Ewart says he said, "Sorry, Dude" 
and left, right? 

That's correct. 

So you didn't think to check at the last place he 
was at — 

No, I didn't. 

— other than at the Snowberry Downs? 

No, I didn't. 

Maybe that's because you knew he didn't go back 
there. 

No, I didn't know if he had gone back there or 
not, sir. 

But you had a Crime Stoppers tip that he had gone 
to the north end, perhaps with GP, but you didn't 
follow that up very vigorously, did you? 

I believe the Crime Stoppers tip indicated that he 
had been beaten up and dropped off in the north 
end by GP. 

Right, but you went by GP's house a couple of 
times and that's as far as you went. 

I tried several attempts to locate GP and we were 
unable to do so. There was medical evidence that 
came from the coroner, from the pathologist, that 
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indicated that there was no violence to the 

deceased. 

Q Right. 

A There was no signs of any violence to him. 

Q Well, there was a scrape on the nose. 

A Other than a minor abrasion that was identified as 

a minor abrasion by qualified medical personnel. 

Q But you didn't see it, though. 

A No, I didn't. 

Q Okay. So if it's an abrasion that you had on your 
nose, you might not think it was minor. 

A I don't know how I would look at it, sir. 

Q Right, because you didn't see it. 

A No. 

Q Okay. 

A I have to rely on the medical personnel. They're 
certainly much more qualified than I am. 

Q Right. So you just didn't investigate it because 

you knew — 

A No. 

Q — or you thought you knew — 

A As I have already testified, sir, you have to rely 

on other qualified personnel when you're doing 
investigations, whether it be medical or other 
police officers. 
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Q Okay. And so in terms of the evidence that GP 
might give, who were you relying on there to 
discontinue your investigation? 

A I'm sorry, sir? 

Q So you discontinued your investigation with GP. 

This is somebody that you had some evidence that 
he might have been involved in some untoward 
activity against the deceased, but you just 
stopped your investigation. Why is that? 

A As I've already told you, sir, there was nothing 

to indicate or support the fact that P was in fact 
responsible for beating him up. There were 
allegations made by family members that the Ps had 
been involved. I mean I requested the names of 
the person who was making these allegations. 

Nobody would provide those names so it could be 
followed up on. 

Q Right, but didn't you think it was worthwhile to 
talk to Mr. P? 

A Certainly, if he could be located. 

Q Right, but you know, I'm just wondering, you know, 
like if somebody says, "You know, I think that guy 
is a murderer" and you discontinue your 
investigation just because you can't get a hold of 
him and you say, "Well, you know, yeah, he might 




47 85 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Winegarden 

be a murderer, but I'm just having trouble getting 


a hold of him, so I'll just let him go." 

No, I didn't believe he was a murderer at all, 
sir, that is your suggestion. 

No, I'm not suggesting anything. I'm just saying, 
based on the information that you had at that 
time, the suggestion was is that he left Neil 
Stonechild in the north end shortly before a time 
when Neil Stonechild was later found dead. 

There was allegations that he had been assaulted, 
yes. 

Right. 

But there was nothing to support the assault. 
Except the minor abrasions. 

Except for a minor abrasion across the bridge of 
the nose. 

That you didn't see. 

That I didn't see. 

Okay. But you knew that GP didn't have anything 
to do with it, didn't you, because you knew what 
did happen. 

No, I did not, sir. 

And you didn't check the 7-Eleven either because 
you knew what did happen, didn't you? 

No, I did not know what had happened, sir. 
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Because I think you were asked a question by my 

learned friend, Mr. Fox, and you were shown some 

photographs, I think it was by Constable Warner, 

it could have been Constable Martell — or 

Sergeant Martell, and the photographs were of Mr. 

Stonechild's wrists — 

Yes. 

— and his face, is that right? And on his wrist 
there was a question put to you whether or not 
that appeared like handcuff marks. Is that right? 
That's correct. 

Okay. Now at that time of the investigation back 
in 1990, you would have had no information whether 
or not those appeared to be handcuff marks or not. 
Is that right? 

That's correct, sir. 

Because you didn't look. 

I didn't look. There was no mention of it. I 
didn't do an examination of the body -- 
Right. 

— and there was no mention of it by the attending 
officers, there was no mention of it by the 
coroner or the pathologist I don't believe. 

But you attended there, right? 

Attended where, sir? 
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To the morgue at St. Paul's Hospital. 

Simply to accompany Officer Morton who was there 
to take fingerprints and determine the identity of 
the deceased. 

Okay. And so you guys took a thumb print, is that 
right? 

I believe so. I'm not sure. 

You were there. 

I was there, yes. I wasn't standing over his 
shoulder watching him do it. 

Were you helping him? 

No. 

You were helping? 

No. 

Not assisting at all. How close were you 
standing? 

I don't know, sir. 

Close enough to see his wrists, his hands? 

No. I didn't do an examination of his wrists or 
hands. 

So on the evening of November 30th, 1990 when you 
attended at Avenue P and 11th Street to take that 
statement from Jason Roy, did you phone there that 
evening? 

I believe Mr. Roy contacted me earlier in the 
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evening and I set up an appointment to meet with 

him. 

So you phoned him at that house? 

I believe he contacted me. 

He contacted you? 

That's what my notes would indicate, sir. 

Okay. But you don't have a specific recollection 
of that, is that fair? 

No, I don't. I can only go by my notes which were 
made at the time, and my notes indicate to me that 
he contacted me. 

And when you were making notes, the only notes 
that you would ever make are notes that you kept 
in your notebook, is that right? 

That's correct, sir. 

You would make no other notes at all? 

No. 

Absolutely none? 

None. 

So none on other pages or something that you might 
toss out later? 

No. 

On the back of file pages or anything like that? 
No. 


25 


WINEGARDEN: 


I think those are all the questions 
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1 


X have of thi 

by Mr. Winegarden 

s witness. 

2 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

I expect there will be further 

3 


examination. 

Who is next? Do you want to begin 

4 


now or do you 

want to wait? We're near to our 

5 


break. Whatever you like. 

6 

MS . 

KNOX: 

Get a break. 

7 

MR. 

WORME: 

I think I'll maybe go ahead and 

8 


commence and 

- 

9 

MS . 

KNOX: 

(inaudible). 

10 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

Very well* 

11 

MR. 

WORME: 

So much for that. 

12 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

I'm sorry, what was the comment? 

13 

MR. 

WORME: 

I think maybe we would appreciate 

14 


a break now. 

My Lord. 

15 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

It's probably just as well I 

16 


missed that. 

So we'll take 15 minutes. 

17 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED 

AT 3:18 P.M. AND RECONVENED AT 3:37 

18 

P .M, 

.) 


19 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

So now that everybody has satisfied 

20 


their addiction, Mr. Worme, you can begin. 

21 

MR. 

WORME: 

If you're talking about my gambling 

22 


addiction. My 

Lord, I didn't think anybody had 

23 


seen that. 


24 

THE 

COMMISSIONER: 

You wouldn't have time to do that. 

25 


so — 
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MR. WORME, examining: 

Q Mr. Jarvis, my name is Don Worme. I represent the 
Stonechild family and in particular Stella 
Bignell, who you've had a chance to meet here at 
the last — over the last several days. With your 
prompting she recognized not only you, but, of 
course, your wife, and so those kinds of 
discussions have occurred. I have some very 
general kinds of questions and perhaps. My Lord, I 
can simply indicate that it'll be my intention to 
ask of this witness some relatively general 
questions and my associate, Mr. Curtis, will be 
more particular in those questions. I've already 
discussed this issue with Mr. Hesje and he sees no 
difficulty with that. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Very well.. 

Q MR. WORME: Now, Mr. Jarvis, you had retired at 

the rank of detective, is that right? 

A No, sir, that was the rank of staff sergeant. 

Q Okay. And where would detective be, just so I'm 
clear in terms of a ranking, is it below staff 
sergeant? 

A That's correct, sir. It would be the rank of 
sergeant or detective staff sergeant. 

Q Okay, and then — 
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It would depend on the assignment. 

All right. In December of 1990 you were staff 
sergeant at that point, having moved beyond the 
rank of detective? 

No, sir. I was a Morality sergeant at that time. 

I was promoted to staff sergeant in the uniform 
division, I believe, in 1991. 

Okay. And just so I'm clear again, detective 
would be something below that, is that right? 

A sergeant rank assigned to plainclothes 
detectives would be classed as a detective. 

And I'm assuming in order to gain the promotion 
that you did receive, that there would be certain 
training courses or certain benchmarks that you 
would have to reach in order to be considered for 
a promotion? 

There were promotional procedures, yes, sir. 

And can you tell us what those promotional 
procedures were that you would have gone through 
in order to achieve ultimately the rank of staff 
sergeant? 

It would be the same for all promotions, sir. I'm 
not sure what the percentages were. It was based 
on a percentage for years of service, a percentage 
resulting from a mark attained in a promotional 
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examination. There were performance evaluations 
which were averaged out, and, again, there would 
have been a percentage from it, along with a 
further percentage, and I remember this one 
because it was always difficult to get, it was 15 
percent from an oral interview which was 
conducted, usually between quite often the Deputy 
Chief or a couple of superintendents in the 
boardroom with a member of the Association 
present. Those marks were averaged out, compiled 
together and depending on what your mark was in 
comparison to other applicants as to whether or 
not you would get promoted. 

And obviously there's only so many positions that 
one might be promoted to and there would be a fair 
degree of competition for this, would there? 

In some instances, yes, there was, sir. 

Well, in the instance when you were promoted, do 
you recall whether or not there was other people 
competing for the position that you were seeking 
promotion to? 

Yes, sir. 

Do you know how many others? 

No, I don't. 

Would you know the names of those other 
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individuals? Was that something that would have 
been provided to you as part of the interview or 
promotional process? 

Not that I'm aware of, no, sir. We would have all 
been in the same room writing the same exam for 
the written exam, but that would be it. 

Okay. And so you'd have some sense of who it was 
that you were competing with for a particular 
position. 

It would be persons of the same rank, sergeants 
applying for the staff sergeant position, yes. 

All right. And when you say part of it was based 
on evaluation, I gather that would be an 
evaluation of the work that you would have 
completed in the position, in this instance, as 
sergeant. Is that right? 

That's correct, sir, yes. 

Okay. And what sort of things would they look at? 
Would they look at how many files that you would 
have carried, how many you would have concluded? 
Would it look at, for example, how many have been 
brought to fruition by way of charges being 
brought or, indeed, as in the one instance that 
you've told us about where, I believe to use your 
words, you proved the individual to be innocent? 
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I don't think that had any bearing on it, sir, so 
much as you investigated your files, you met your 
— you performed your duties that you were 
expected to perform. How you carried yourself 
within the department, if you will, how you inter¬ 
reacted (sic) with your co-workers. 

Where would that information, incidentally, come 
from? That is, how you interacted with your co¬ 
workers? Would that come from your co-workers or 
would that come from you or — 

No, that would be observation — 

How would the people making the evaluations come 
to those conclusions? 

The persons making the evaluations, sir, would be 
the staff sergeants in charge of the division and 
any other staff sergeants that you had worked with 
in the recent times, your duty inspector of the 
division that you were working in, they would be 
the ones that would do the performance evaluation. 
And the performance evaluation again was based on 
how you interact with your colleagues. 

It involved many things, sir. It was deportment 
and dress, discipline, fitness, a multitude of — 
All right. 

There were about 29 different avenues or areas 
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that used to be covered, many of them a 
duplication. 

Q And the point I'm — the only point I'm getting 
at, Mr. Jarvis, was one of the areas upon which 
you were evaluated in order to seek promotion the 
manner in which you had conducted the files within 
your carriage? 

A Yes, I believe so. That would have a part to play 
in it, yes. 

Q Now, you see, when you say "I believe so", I mean 
I get the impression that you're not entirely 
certain. 

A It's how you performed -- how you performed your 
duties and your duties would be to follow up on 
files, the investigation of files, meeting diary 
dates, et cetera. 

Q All right. Did you seek a promotion following 
December of 1990? 

A I'm not sure, sir, when I applied for the 
promotion or when I wrote the exams. 

Q Well, you were staff sergeant in December of 1990, 
that's fair to say? 

A No, I wasn't, sir. 

Q You were not? 


25 


No. 
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Okay. So part of the evaluation of the work that 


you would have conducted would have included an 
evaluation of your investigation in Stonechild. 

Is that right? 

I don't know if it was or not, sir. 

Who would know that? 

That would have to be my supervisor, sir, whoever 
did the performance evaluation. 

And do you recall who that might have been? 

I'm not sure, sir, but I would suspect possibly 
Staff Sergeant Johnson, possibly Staff Sergeant 
Bolton. 

I gather you don't know. 

No, I don't, sir. I could only speculate. 

Sure. 

The — the actual record, I would suspect, could 
be at the police station. 

Okay. Now, we've heard something around December 
of 1990 that the — that Major Crimes and Morality 
were relatively close departments and not only 
just close in the sense of physical proximity, 
but, in fact, they covered very similar kinds of 
conduct. 

I wouldn't say it was very similar, sir. The 
Morality dealt with all offences against people. 
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Major Crimes dealt with major crimes, which was 
auto theft, house break and enter, homicide, et 
cetera. 

All right. Now, we heard some evidence that those 
two departments, though -- I can call them 
departments, can I? 

Yeah. 

Yeah, that they were virtually in the same room. 
Yes, they were. 

And they were across the desk from one another. 

I think there was a divider down the middle 
basically that kept them separated somewhat. That 
was about it. 

I mean would you have eye contact with the person 
in Major Crimes sitting directly across from you? 
No. 

That's not your recollection? 

No, I don't believe so, sir. 

Okay. All right. It would be a simple matter of, 
I suppose, standing up and speaking over the 
divider? That would be entirely possible, would 
it not? 

Or taking a few steps around the divider, you 
could walk into the other area, yes, and speak 
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Q And I gather you would take breaks perhaps at the 
same time, you'd go for coffee together, you would 
be in the locker together, that sort of thing? 

A Sometimes you'd go for coffee in the morning with 
them, yes, sir. 

Q It wouldn't be unusual to discuss files among 
colleagues that you currently had carriage of? 

A That's possible, yes. 

Q Do you recall whether or not during December of 
1990 when this matter was in your hands, and I'm 
talking about the death of Neil Stonechild, 
whether or not you had occasion to discuss such 
with other members and, in particular, with 
members of Major Crimes? 

A I may have, sir. I don't have any actual 
recollection of it. 

Q Do you recall who was in Major Crimes that you may 
have spoken with then? 

A No, I don't, not offhand, sir. 

Q Your notes don't help you in that regard at all, 

do they? 

A No, they don't, sir. 

Q If you had such discussions would it be your 
practice to make notes in your notebook? 

A Not just general discussions with other members. 
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no, sir. 

That's not important? 

Not over a coffee break, no, sir. 

Okay. They — if they gave — 

Unless — unless there was specific information -- 
All right. 

— that was brought to light. 

All right. So if they gave you particular 
information that was relevant to your 
investigation you might make a note of it. 

Yes. 

And it's safe then to assume, having examined your 
notes, there is no indication that you would have 
had such information provided to you by other 
members of the Saskatoon Police Service. 

That is correct, sir. 

And, in particular, from Major Crimes Unit. 

That's correct. 

All right. I believe you've indicated to us 
repeatedly, Mr. Jarvis, that if it is not in your 
notebook or if it is not in the reports then it 
didn't happen. Is that — is that what you're 
telling us, sir? 

That I had no knowledge of it, that's correct. 
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Okay. Now, you had answered Mr. Justice Wright's 
earlier comments regarding your training, and I'll 
be corrected by a review of the record if I'm 
incorrect in my notations, but you'd indicated 
that really the — the entire training that you 
had was 13 weeks. 

That is correct, in the basement of what is now 
the parking lot of the old police station. 

All right. Okay. And it was essentially verbatim 
reading to you from various sources by different 
individuals. 

That is correct, sir. 

Okay. And, in fairness, Mr. Rossmann had cross- 
examined you and had provided as an exhibit in 
these proceedings a copy of the training that, in 
fact, you had received over a period of time. 

Yes, sir. 

And if I would suggest to you that training is 
considerable, you would not disagree with that, 
sir. 

Considerable after the fact, yes. 

Okay. For example, in December of 1989 you had a 
leadership and motivation training course. Do you 
recall that at all, sir? 

That would be the City of Saskatoon supervisory 
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course, sir. It was several classes of one or two 
days that were entitled by various names. 

Q Leadership and training — well, leadership and 
motivation, in particular, I would refer you to 
which is at page 3 of the employee profile. It's 
about the middle of the page. 

A Yes, that's one of the dates, sir, of December 5 th 
to 7 th . It was three days and then it might skip 
to another month before you would go again for the 
next session. It was conducted by various 
employees of the City of Saskatoon. 

Q Do you remember at all the names of any of those 
individuals? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q You had other — other training courses, and I 

want to refer you again to that same page second- 
last from the bottom, organizing and coordinating 
the work unit? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And again, that looks to me like it went through 
City Hall from November 21 st and 22 nd of 1989? 

A Yes. That's the same course, sir. 

Q Oh, I see. Okay. It goes from November 21 st , 

22 nd , skips a few days, to the 28 th and 29 th ? 

A Anything with City Hall indicated beside it, sir. 
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would be the City of Saskatoon supervisory course. 

Q All right. On page 4, in May of '89 and that is 
May 16 th , May 17 th of '89, Problem Analysis and 
Decision Making? 

A Yes. 

Q Can you tell us at all what that consisted of, in 
particular the problem analysis? 

A I'm not sure offhand, sir. To the best of my 
recollection I think it was with regards to 
problems within the workplace and identifying 
those problems and coming up with some decision 
making to resolve those problems. 

Q Okay. So that wouldn't be training in relation to 
the ongoing conduct of investigations or — 

A No, sir. This was — this course was geared 

primarily, I believe, for the management aspect of 
policing. 

Q And you would have taken these as part of your 
effort to succeed in your promotional efforts, 
that is to say in obtaining a promotion. 

A Basically we had no choice. We were told you will 
be attending this particular course or — 

Q All right. 

A — you will be attending this course as the case 
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may be. 

Q Okay. So the communicating effectively, the 

interviewing skills, again those are on the same 
page? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q You were told you had to attend at those, and I 
gather you did so? 

A Yes. The — the whole course was mapped out by 
training office and there were several members 
from within the police service, there may have 
been approximately a half a dozen members. There 
were members from Parks and Recreation, the Fire 
Department, City Hall, various departments 
throughout the City that would attend. 

Q All right. And having been required to attend 
these courses, and I gather from what you're 
saying that there was nothing turned on it in the 
sense that even if you didn't do so well in the 
course, that wouldn't make any difference in so 
far as promotions and such. Is that — is that 
fair? 

A Not to my knowledge, sir. 

Q Did it have anything to do with -- with being 

promoted? 

A Not that I'm aware of, no, sir. 
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Q Was there — 

A I think it was possibly a requirement that you at 
least had attended this course. 

Q Okay. Was there any kind of marking system? 

A Not that I'm aware of, no, sir, I think it was 
just the reports that went back to the training 
office that you had attended and completed the 
course. 

Q All right. Interviewing skills, that's again on 

the same page, that's a course that you would have 
attended in 1989 for at least a couple of days? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And interviewing skills, now would that be in 

relation to the workplace as you've informed us 
these other training courses were, or was that in 
relation to your work as an investigator? 

A No, in regards to the workplace, sir. 

Q And what kind of interviewing skills did you 
require in the workplace? 

A I believe they were talking there or referring to 
interviewing people in regards to performance 
evaluation, how their work was being conducted and 
so forth. 

Q All right. You took a course at the Saskatchewan 
Police College in 1989 from January 30 th to 
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February 1 st , on interviewing and interrogation. 
That's correct, sir. 

You told us something earlier about an interview 
turning into an interrogation. 

That is correct. 

Yeah, I wonder if you could maybe just help me out 
here and what is that distinction as far as — as 
far as you can tell me? 

You're referring to the interview with Mr. 

Martell, I believe, and — 

Well, no, I'm referring to the training course 
that you took on interviewing and interrogating. 

So I'm just wondering if that course taught you 
anything, and then maybe you can tell us about the 
Martell conversation that you had. 

I don't recall the interview and interrogation 
course in Regina, sir, exactly what it was in 
regards to back in 1989. 

All right. 

But if you try to draw the distinction between 
interview and an interrogation I think as far — 
in so far as Mr. Martell was concerned with his 
interview with me that the interview went from an 
interview into more of an argumentative, 
adversarial-type approach on his part. 
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So do I gather from that response, sir, that the 
distinction between interviewing and interrogating 
is that once it becomes argumentative it's no 
longer an interview? 

In my estimation it isn't. 

All right. And there was some point in time 
during the discussion that you had with Mr. 

Martell that I guess you were of the sense that he 
was argumentative with you. 

He was in more of an adversarial role, as far as I 
was concerned, sir, yes. I wasn't being 
interviewed, if you will, as a witness so much as 
an accused. 

I notice that you have taken courses in 
cardiopulmonary instruction. 

That's correct, sir, I taught it for ten years. 

Was there a period of time in 1979 when you were 
inactive from the force? 

I may very well have been, sir. I don't — yes, 
there would have been, sir, and that would have 
been the time that I was seconded to the 
Saskatchewan Police College as the assistant 
director of training which is a very fancy title 
for den mother to recruits. 

Okay. And in that capacity as den mother to 
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recruits, what was your duties? 

My duties were to basically supervise the 
recruits, look after the recruits, teach various 
aspects. 

What would you teach them — what would you teach 
them, Mr. Jarvis? 

It may be note taking, reports. I taught CPR, in 
fact, I was instrumental in getting CPR into the 
police college along with one other instructor and 
from that point on I taught it for 10 years with 
the Canadian — or Saskatchewan Heart Foundation. 
In an order to teach note taking I'm assuming that 
you would at least present yourself as having some 
expertise in — in being an efficient and 
effective note taker. 

It was one of the duties that was given to the 
assistant director or the den mother, sir. 

And again -- 
Having -- 

— if I can put the question to you, I gather that 
you would have put yourself forward as some — 
with some — as having some expertise in proper 
note taking. 

Yes. I guess that you could say that, yes, sir. 
The — the den mothers were basically senior 
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police officers who had been around for a few 
years. 

But you've been -- you've been trained, sir, in 
forensics, in making observations as a 
professional, in being able to relate those 
observations that you have made in a forensic 
setting, that is to say in a courtroom. 

I'm not sure if I understand your question, sir, 
about forensics. 

Well, I mean, part of your job as a police officer 
is to make observations of things. 

Observations, yes. 

Correct? 

Yes. 

To record those observations in a way that makes 
some sense, obviously, to you and hopefully to 
others. 

Correct. 

And then to provide that information in a court 
sitting. 

Yes, sir. 

That is your training. 

Yes. 

That is your expertise, and indeed you've gone on 
to train other people, police officers in 
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particular. In those very same tasks. 

In a portion of those tasks, sir, not in giving 
evidence. 

Okay. Then certainly in note taking I think 
you've told us. 

Yes. 

And — and what beyond that? 

I'm not sure what some of the other courses were 
or subjects that we were required to do 
presentations on. 

Report writing? 

Yes, I believe that might have been part of it as 
well, sir. 

Okay. Do you know how many recruits that would 
have been under your tutelage in those particular 
activities, note taking and report writing? 

I was there for — I was there for class 8, 9, and 
14 and I believe we averaged approximately 30 
recruits at a time, approximately. So overall 
over a period of 18 months, which was separated 
considerably because of the 8, 9 and then 14, 
there were other classes in between, probably 90 
recruits — 

Okay. 

— from across the province. 
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Q And you've had — or have you had training in the 
use of polygraph? 

A No. 

Q The operation of polygraphs? You've certainly 

employed it though from what I gather in looking 
at the disclosure that's been provided to us. 

A I did use it the one time, yes, sir. 

Q Only the one time? 

A To the best of my recollection, yes, sir. 

Q And has it been an effective investigating tool 
for you? 

A At that particular time, sir, the case that I used 
it on, which was the case that was referred to 
earlier in testimony, was the alleged assault, it 
came back with the result of inconclusive and 
there was a — there was a specific reason for 
that. 

Q And as a consequence of that, was the individual 
eliminated as a suspect by you or did it require 
further police work on your part? 

A There was further police work required. 

Q I think you've already indicated to Mr. Winegarden 

that that had gone on in that instance for some 
three months. 

A Yes. 
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Q And I noted that there was some degree of 

satisfaction taken by you in that kind of work, 
and so there should be. 

A It was an unusual situation, sir. Normally you — 
a police officer goes in the other direction to 
prove — to try and prove rather than prove the 
innocence. If you're collecting the evidence and 
the evidence shows that the person was innocent, 
then you work equally as hard to show that also. 

Q Okay. All right. Let me draw your attention, 

sir, if I may, to your notebook which is marked in 
these proceedings as P-106. I was looking at page 
81. You have a reference there at the bottom of I 
guess the upper portion to Lucille Neetz. Do you 
see that? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Now, as I understand it, this particular 

information from Lucille Neetz you had obtained 
from P-61, that is to say from Officer Morton's 
report; is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q And that report would indicate on page 3 that 

there was a phone number on a paper in the pocket 
of the decedent Neil Stonechild bearing the name 
Lucille Neetz, correct? 
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I agree with you the report indicates there were 
two phone numbers and a coloured photograph with 
the words, "To Neil from cousin, Lucille Neetz," 
according to Officer Morton's report. 

Right. And you have that indicated — well, 
certainly prior to 1920 hours and sometime after 
1720 hours. Am I -- am I mistaken in observing 
that Sergeant Morton's report was not received 
until 2055? 

That's correct, sir. 

Okay. I gather you would have had that 
information before you had the report in your 
hands? Is that — 

Yes, sir. 

Is that what we should understand from that? 

I can only -- I can only make that assumption, 
sir, based on my notes, that I would have received 
that earlier. 

Or that it's somehow out of sequence. 

It's possible, sir, but I — I don't believe so. 
You have no indication insofar as the notation 
regarding Lucille Neetz, as to where that 
information came from, correct? 

That's correct, sir. 

You'd agree with me that that's probably pretty 
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important information. 

A It had to be, sir, otherwise I wouldn't have put 
it in my notes otherwise. It obviously meant 
something to me — 

Q Okay. 

A — at the time. Now I'm not sure what it — 

Q All right. 

A -- what it would have meant. 

Q And similarly the — where you obtained such 
information, is that not equally important? 

A Yes. 

Q But you'll agree with me there's no notation as to 

where that came from. 

A No, it would have been duplication from the 
report. 

Q And you have no explanation -- sorry? 

A Other than it would have been duplication from the 
occurrence report. 

Q Okay. You would have duplicated the occurrence 

report in your notebook? 

A No. I believe you — you referred to reference as 
to where it came from or what have you. The 
notation is there for whatever reason it was made 
at that time. It was taken from the report — 

Q All right. 
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— and entered into my notebook for a reason. 

What that reason was — 

Okay. 

-- I'm not sure. 

And — and that's what I'm getting at, sir. If it 
was taken from the report, the report would seem 
to indicate that it was prepared at 2045. 

Correct. 

Which I take it to be a quarter to nine in the 
evening. 

Yes. 

And your notation would seem to be — well, 
there's no time on it, is there? 

No. It may have come through a conversation with 
Officer Morton before the report was left, sir, I 
don't know. 

Okay. And that's all I'm trying to get at, sir. 
Okay. 

I mean, you've indicated to us that that notation 
came from the report and I gather your answer also 
is that it may well have come from a conversation, 
but — 

With Officer — 

— but you have — but you have no notation of 


where that came from. 
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A No, that's correct. 

Q If we can — if I can just draw your attention to 
page 83, at 2145 hours you have an indication 
there that Stella Stonechild, the mother of 
deceased, and the brother Marcel were — does that 
say notified? 

A Notified, yes, sir. 

Q All right. Now, you've told us as well that you 
recall, and I gather this to be quite an 
independent recollection, that Stella and Erica 
Stonechild had attended on you on at least two or 
three occasions; is that right? 

A I believe there's some indication of that, yes, 
sir. 

Q Well, I mean, can you tell us today do you have an 
independent recollection of being approached by 
Mrs. Bignell and her daughter in terms of trying 
to find out what was going on with the 
investigation into the death of — of her son? 

A I recall members of the family attending at the 
police station, I'm not sure who it was. I 
believe it was Mrs. Bignell. 

Q Okay. 

A Or when it happened I -- I don't know, sir. 

Q And you made no note of that. 
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A No, sir. 

Q Or what it was they had asked you about? 

A My recollection is it was in regards to the 
allegations of the P's being involved. 

Q All right. And what about their request, several 
requests, as a matter of fact, for the clothing of 
the deceased, do you recall that at all? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q You have no independent recollection of that? 

A No, sir. 

Q And you made no notes of that. 

A No, sir. 

Q At 2230 hours on page 83 you have a notation, it 
looks to me like the second-last line at the 
bottom of that page, Mr. Jarvis, do you see where 
I'm at? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q It says the jacket is not his. 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q And do you know where that would have came from? 

A I believe that came from Mrs. Pickard, the lady 
that ran the community group home where Mr. 
Stonechild was from. 

Q Okay. And how would she know what jacket he had 
on or didn't have on? 
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A I believe when I talked to her, sir, that I 
explained the clothing that he was wearing. 

Q Okay. Now, when you're saying I believe, am I to 
gather from that, sir, that you have an 
independent recollection of that or is that 
something that you're guessing at for us today? 

A Well, I don't -- I'm not guessing, sir. I had a 
conversation with Mrs. Pickard and I indicated in 
the report, if I recall correctly, and she 
described the clothing that he was wearing, if I 
remember correctly. 

Q Well, let's maybe take a look for that, shall we? 

I don't want you guessing at this. 

A it's on the report 29/11/90, sir, page 2, where I 
attended at 109 — or 109 th Street, spoke to Mrs. 
Pickard, and at that time she was able to confirm 
the clothing. However, the jacket with the word 
"Boys Town" in her opinion, was not the 
deceased's. 

Q Okay. And what date was that? 

A I believe that was the 2 9 th of November, '90. 

Q And you don't have a time indicated on there, do 
you? 

A Yes, sir, 2330 hours — 

Q Okay. 
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— I attended at the Pickard residence. 

And so that would be consistent with your notation 
on page 83? 

That's correct, sir. 

Do you recall Stella Bignell and other family 
members asking on a number of occasions for that 
particular jacket to be returned to them? 

No, I don't, sir. 

And, in fact, that they had asked you on — on 
more than one occasion specifically about the 
jacket? 

I have no recollection of that, sir. 

Just incidentally to the report, you indicate that 
there was some contact with Dr. Fern. That's not 
indicated in your notes. 

I'm not sure if it's in my notes or not, sir. 

You do have some — some notation, in fairness, 

Mr. Jarvis, at page 82 with a time 2040, 

"Contacted Dr. Fern —" 

Yes. 

"— coroner, to advise identity of deceased," but 
there's really nothing beyond that? 

No, sir. 

You have a notation on page 86, Mr. Jarvis, 
regarding Petrina Starblanket? 
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A Yes, sir. 

Q There's a reference to that? 

A That is correct. 

Q At the bottom of the top portion of your notebook, 
I guess, and it indicates, "Girlfriend of GP?" 

A Yes. 

Q And as I understood your testimony, and you'll 
correct me if I'm wrong, that that information 
came from a Crime Stoppers tip? 

A I believe it did, sir. 

Q And if you go to your notes at 1642, the Crime 
Stoppers tip is noted at that point. 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And do you know when that tip was received, and I 
— I believe that you had testified earlier that 
Constable Wylie had provided that information to 
you? 

A I think so, sir, yes. 

Q And I guess what I'm curious about is how it is 

that Petrina Starblanket is mentioned at a 
different time — it just seems to me to be out of 
sequence is all and — 

A It's — 

Q — then you go into the — to the Crime Stoppers 
tip at 1642. 
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A It's possible, sir. I -- I don't know. I can't 
answer the question for you, whether it's out of 
sequence or not. 

Q Well, let's — let's maybe just take a look at 

that if we can. Page 86, I gather that you would 
write things down in the order that you might hear 
them. 

A Correct. 

Q I think you've testified earlier it's not the case 
where you would leave a space open and go back and 
make notes later. Is that — that — that was 
your testimony? 

A Yes. 

Q So I gather the name Petrina Starblanket was given 
to you at some point prior to 1642. 

A That is very possible, sir. It may be the same as 
when you look at the notes where I had set a time 
to meet with Jason Roy or I set a time to meet 
with Mr. Ewart, it would appear to be out of 
sequence in the notes when, in fact, it was just 
simply a notation that I was to meet them at that 
time. This may very well be having received that 
information and then writing out the Crime 
Stoppers tip at 1642 having been received. 

Q Now, you — you — you can see how that might be 
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confusing for people. 

Yes. 

And I gather that's not something that you taught 

to recruits in your police training -- 

No. 

— courses. 

No, you try to get everything in chronological 
order, if you can. 

And then can you explain, sir, why things are not 
in chronological order in your own notes? 

To the best of my knowledge they are, sir, except 
this area here that you're referring to. 

And you'll agree with me that — that's a pretty 
critical area to the whole inquiry. 

I don't know that it could be classed as critical 
or not, sir. The — the information is there. 
It's just out of sequence. 

That particular point could be out of sequence. 
All right. And so is the — so is the point made 
at page 88, meet Roy for statement at 1121 P 
South, time indicated 2030. I gather that's — 
That is not out of sequence, sir. 

That's when it did happen? 

That was the time that was set to meet Jason Roy. 
Meet him at 2030 hours. 
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Q 

confusing -- 

A 1 — I — 

Q — to me. 

A % understand what you're — what you're referring 
to, sir. 

Q And you recognize why it would be confusing? 

A Yeah. 

Q All right. 

A If we go back to the page before, sir, the 1852 
Jason Roy, the notation is that Jason Roy 
contacted me and advised he was with the deceased 
most of the day and evening of the 24 th ; 2030 meet 
Roy for statement at 1120 P South, in other words 
meet him — 

Q Yeah. 

A — at 2030 hours. 

Q Yeah, it's a note to yourself that — 

A Yeah. 

Q — this is when you were scheduled to meet. 

A Right. 

Q And there is two lines underneath the time 

indicating 2030. Is that some kind of code, sir, 
that you might use for yourself to let you know 
that that's a time that you've set for — 
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Just a notation to bring it out to my own 
attention that I've got a meeting at 2030 hours 
with Jason Roy. 

And at page 87 you have an indication there that 
the deceased was at a party. We're looking now at 
the bottom. 

Yes, sir. 

And the complainant was Trent Ewart, correct? 

Yes. 

You — you then have a reference to Hartwig and 
Senger, and you've already read that into the 
record that because of the work that you have 
done, that is to go down to the Communications 
Centre, you obtained the dispatch cards I think 
you've told us earlier. 

Yes. 

It isn't actually a card though, is it? 

I'm not sure, sir. I — to the best of my 
recollection I thought we used to have an index 
card which was approximately three-and-a-half, 
four-inches wide and possibly eight- or nine- 
inches long that all the information used to be 
put on them. We used to stamp it into a time 
clock and send it up to the front to the 
dispatcher. 




4824 


Exam K. Jarvis 
by Mr. Worme 


All right. 

And I -- I'm not sure if that's when the 
transition was taking place between that and now 
the — the hard copies. 

But in any event, you'll agree with me that that 
was probably good police work at the time, that 
you knew about a complaint at that particular 
residence, you thought geez, I should go and find 
out who arrived there. 

Yes, you want to find out who — 

Whether anybody went. 

Whether anybody was dispatched or not. 

M'hm. And you were told at that point in time, 
from the records that were maintained by the 
police service, that it was Officers Hartwig and 
Senger that attended at about four minutes before 
midnight. 

Yes, sir. 

And that they had cleared at about 17 minutes past 
midnight. 

Yes, sir. 

Okay. Now, you told us that you had asked them 
for a report? 

That is the best of my recollection, yes, sir. 

You have no notation of having asked them for a 
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report in your notes. 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q And there was no notation of having asked them for 
a report in any of the reports that you would have 
filed and prepared under P-61. You agree with 
that? 

A ! don't believe there is one in there, sir. 

Q Well, you can — you can look if you wish. 

A Well, I don't believe there is. 

Q Okay. The November 30 th report at page 2 you 

indicate that you learned Constable Hartwig had 
attended at the residence, you give a time that 
Officer Hartwig attended, you give the time that 
he cleared; correct? 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q You have no indication in there of Officer Hartwig 
having a partner. 

A No, I don't, sir, that may be just a typographical 
error on my part. 

Q Well, I consider a typographical error where I 
accidentally hit G instead of H. 

A M' hm. 

Q It's not in there at all. 

A No, Constable Senger's name isn't in there, sir. 

Q M'hm. But it is in your notes. 
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A That's correct, sir. 

Q Okay. And there's nothing in either report to 
indicate that you requested of them an 
investigator — investigative report. 

A No, there isn't, sir. 

Q And there's no indication in there as to whether 

you communicated with them verbally or by Jet Set. 
You've already told us that quite a number of 
time s. 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q And, without a notation, you have no independent 
recollection. 

A Independent recollection of? 

Q How you contacted them. 

A That's correct, sir. 

Q You have no present recollection today, in spite 
of all of the — 

A No. 

Q — attempts to try to budge your — your memory? 

A That is correct, sir. 

Q You had no recollection for Officers Lyons and 

Warner? 

A No, I did not, sir. 

Q They didn't try to plant anything in your mind, 
did they? 


25 



482 7 Exam K. Jarvis 

by Mr. Worme 

I don't believe that was their intention, no, not 


at all, sir. 

They didn't try to assist something into your mind 
then, did they? 

They were attempting to help refresh my memory is 
all they were doing, sir. 

Did they attempt to — to refresh your memory on 
the point as to whether you had contacted them 
personally or by memo? 

I believe they did, sir. 

Okay. Have you ever seen a copy of your memo? 

No, I haven't, sir. 

Do you have any independent recollection of your 
creating a memo to Officers Hartwig or Senger? 

As I've said, sir, I don't know if I did the memo 
or if it was verbally. 

You'll agree though that that's a pretty important 
point, is it not, not only in retrospect but 
indeed at the time that would be a fairly 
important part of the police work that you were 
obliged to do? 

You could call it that, sir, yes. 

Well, I want to know what you call it, sir? 

I believe to myself I would look at it as being 
routine, that I would request an investigation 
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report from them. 

Q Okay. And if you didn't get a response, was that 
-- was that something that was routine within the 
Saskatoon Police Service at your time, and in 
particular in December of '90? 

A If I didn't get a response, sir, I would then go 
to their immediate supervisor and have him direct 
them to leave a report. 

Q Do you have any indication or recollection of 
having done that? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q Now, you've told Officers Warner, Lyons and Mr. 
Martell that whatever they would have told you, 
that is Hartwig and Senger, whatever they told 
you, you were satisfied with it. 

A I must have been, sir, yes. Whatever the report, 
if one was received, indicated. 

Q And you have no indication anywhere in the reports 
that you've created, P-61, or in your notes as to 
what response, if any, you received from these two 
individuals. 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q And you'll agree with me that that's pretty 
important information. 

A Yes, sir. 
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Q Do you have an explanation why there's no 
indication of that? 

A No, I don't, sir, other than this is a partial 
report. 

Q M'hm. Do you have any recollection of ever seeing 
a response from Officers Senger or Hartwig? 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q Okay. If you had received such report, do you 
think you might remember it today? 

A Yes, possibly. 

Q Okay. So I — I gather from that answer it's safe 
to assume you didn't receive a report from them? 

A That's very likely possible, sir. I don't know. 

Q So you have no note of your manner of contact, you 

have no note of their response, if any, and you 
have no present recollection for us today. 

A No, I don't, sir. 

Q And do you have any explanation as to why Officer 
Senger is left out, beyond your suggestion that it 
was a typographical error, from your report of 
November — pardon me, November 30 th , 1990? 

A No, X don't, sir. 

Q Do you know Officer Brian Trainor, by any chance? 

A Yes, I do, sir. 

Q And have you had occasion to look at his various 
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writings and musings? As you know he was some — 


he had some literary expertise? 

I'm not sure about his literary expertise. He was 
a bit of a cartoonist. 

Okay. 

Over the few years that I observed some of them. 

I don't know what they were now. 

Right. Had you ever seen his — either his 
cartoons or his story on Blue Lagoon, that was 
where there was the dumping of a drunk, I think as 
he put it, by the Queen Elizabeth Power Station 
suggesting that this individual wanted to go to 
the highest power of the land? 

No, sir. 

You've never seen that? 

No, sir. 

All right. If I can just take you back to page 81 
of your notes, there's an indication there just at 
the bottom of that page, Mr. Jarvis, "Body located 
in the field," and this has already been read into 
the record. 

Yes, sir. 

"The body was frozen solid, no apparent sign of 
foul play." And I gather from your earlier 
responses that that is not anything that you would 
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have observed but rather it's information provided 


to you by others upon whom you would rely? 

Yes, sir. 

And then the next notation right at the bottom of 
the page, "Missing a running shoe from" -- now it 
looks to me like it said "left" and then it was — 
there was a correction — 

That's correct. 

— "right foot"? 

Yes, sir. 

When was that correction made? 

At the time, sir. 

You know that for — for certain today? 

Yes, sir, they're my notes. 

Okay. And you have an independent recollection 
today of having made that error and then going 
back and correcting it? 

No, I don't, sir. 

So is it possible that you might have come back 
and corrected this at a later time? Is that — 

Not to my recollection, no, sir. It wasn't a 
practice that I employed. 

But I gather you can't tell us for certain whether 
or not that was done at the time or not. 

My own personal opinion, that it was made — 
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No, your own personal recollection. 

It -- it would have been made at the time, sir. 

And again, all I'm getting at, Mr. Jarvis, is, is 
that — that is the fact that you made that 
correction, is that an independent recollection or 
are you speculating or are you guessing because 
that was the practice that you employed? How 
exactly do you come to that answer? 

The practice that was employed, sir, was if you 
made an error in an entry, that you did not 
obliterate the error, you simply put a single 
stroke through the error and make the correction 
either above or right after it. So the — the 
error, if you will, was still present within your 
notes. 

Okay. And it would have been corrected at the 
time I think is — was your practice or is that 
your actual recollection? 

That was my practice, sir. 

So you would have no independent recollection if 
that was — 

No, sir. 

— if your practice was actually employed in 
respect to that particular amendment. 

In respect to that particular amendment I don't 
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have any recollection, no, sir. 

Okay. Fair enough. In terms of that one shoe, 
you may have already told us about this, but can 
you tell us what efforts you employed as the 
investigator on this file to locate that one shoe? 
I didn't do any, sir. 

In fairness, sir, your report is very, very clear 
in saying that more investigation is required, and 
I believe in — when you testified a month or so 
ago that you told us that it was your hope 
somebody would have picked up this file in the 
meantime and have actually engaged in that 
investigation. 

Yes, sir. 

And when you came back on the 5 th of December you 
found that no such investigation had occurred. 

That is correct. 

And I gather that you weren't pleased with that. 

I don't know if I wasn't pleased. I wasn't 
impressed at all, but you could say that I wasn't 
pleased. 

I mean, you had enough work on your plate, I'm 
sure. 

Yes, I'm sure we did, sir. 

All right. And the fact that Major Crimes would 
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not have picked this up, I mean, that didn't 
impress you. 

Again, it depended on manpower and the 
availability, whether anybody was able to take it 
over, sir. 

Had you requested of anybody else whether or not 
they might be able to lend some assistance or, 
indeed, take the file over? 

No, sir. I simply — 

Had you spoke — 

— left — left the report. 

Had you spoken to your supervising officer and 
requested that kind of assistance? 

I don't recall if I did or not, sir. It would 
have been with an investigation report suggesting, 
or requesting that it be forwarded for further 
follow-up. He would have read that. 

And it was important for you to note that, the 
fact that the Ps were implicated, that there was a 
need to follow up on that, on the allegations made 
against them? 

At that point in time, yes, sir. 

And on page 93 of your notes, I think you 
indicate, at 1400 hours, "attended at" and you 
have the address there, "unable to locate"? 
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That's correct. 

And I believe you testified earlier that you had 
made a number of trips there? 

Yes, sir. 

And where is that indicated in your notes, sir? 

It isn't, sir. 

Is that important to the investigation, or was it 
important to you at the time to note the number of 
times you would have attempted to locate Mr. P? 

I didn't feel that it was, sir. There's times 
when, in various files, may drive by or go past 
various residences trying to locate people and 
don't necessarily mark down every time that they 
attempt to locate. It may be just in the course 
of driving to another interview or another call, 
as the case may be; you simply drive by and check, 
see if there's any signs of anyone being around. 
Okay. And perhaps it was en route to Eddie 
Rushton's residence, where it looks to me like you 
attended some 45 minutes later? 

That's correct, sir. 

And your indication is that there was no one 
around for the past few days, and I believe again 
your testimony was that there was fresh snow on 
the ground, that there were no snowprints [sic] on 
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the walkway to the front door? 

I believe that's correct, sir, there was no tracks 
going up to the residence, or around the residence 
to indicate any activity whatsoever. 

And had it just snowed, what, some days before; 
there was no fresh snow, is that — 

I don't know, sir, what the weather format had 
been at that time. 

Do you know how many checks you might have made to 
the Rushton residence in seeking Mr. Rushton? 

No, I don't, sir. 

And you have no indication in your notes again as 
to — 

No, sir. 

— any attempts that you would have made to locate 
him? 

No, sir. 

You seem to have some independent recollection 
that there was no snow on the ground — or, pardon 
me, there were no footprints in the snow? 

Yes, sir. 

That is an actual independent recollection of 
yours? 

Yes, sir. 

So there are things that you can recall from back 
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then without actually having a notation; that's 
fair, is it? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q I believe you've told us, sir, that when you 

closed the file on December the 6th of '91, or at 
least you indicate "file is concluded at this 
time" — 

A Yes, sir. 

Q — your evidence to this inquiry is that that was 
pending further information being received? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And who did you want to receive this information 
from? 

A Anyone, sir. There was an autopsy report that was 
going to be coming in, a written report, but I had 
already talked to the — spoke to the pathologist, 
and -- who had indicated no signs of violence. 
There were — if there was any other witnesses 
whatsoever that could come forward, as I had 
requested, that information could have been added 
to the file, the file could have been reopened. 

Q All right. Now, your — just on your comment that 
there was no signs of violence, you're aware that 
we've had evidence before this inquiry that that 
is not at all what was reported to you, but rather 
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that there was no trauma sufficient to cause 
death? 

Trauma would have been my choice of word, sir, in 
the report, but my indication when I spoke with 
Dr. Adolph, and the indication given by him, that 
the only injury was a minor — and I repeat, it 
was described as a minor abrasion to the nose. 

But you see what I'm getting at. I mean there's a 
difference between no trauma sufficient to cause 
death and no trauma whatsoever, which I think is 
what your notes indicate? 

That would be my interpretation of how I wrote my 
notes out, sir. My choice of words. 

All right. Just again, so I understand, if the 
information you would have received was that there 
was no trauma sufficient to cause death on the 
decedent, the way that you chose to enter it in 
your records was that there was no trauma 
whatsoever? 

What I refer to as trauma, yes, sir. There was a 
minor abrasion. I don't classify that as violence 
or trauma. 

So you admit that you didn't record what it was 
that was told to you; rather, you put your own 
interpretation on that? 
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A I believe I had it earlier in the report, sir, 
that it was a minor abrasion. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But that's not your question, is 

it? 


MR. WORME: 

THE COMMISSIONER: 
MR. WORME: 


It isn't. 

That's not the question. 

I want to be fair with this 
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witness — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, just a moment. 

MR. WORME: — and give him an opportunity. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Excuse me. The question, Mr. 

Jarvis, is not that as I understand the question, 
but rather, the difference between what you 
entered in your report, no trauma, and what Dr. 
Adolph reported as that the trauma was not the 
cause of death. 

MR. STEVENSON: Mr. Commissioner, I rise on that 

point. I wasn't here when Dr. Adolph testified, 
but it seems to me the important question is not 
what Dr. Adolph may have said here; the question 
:1s, what did Dr. Adolph say to this witness at 
that time, that day. That's the distinction which 
I would think ought to be drawn, as opposed to 
putting what Dr. Adolph may or may not have said. 
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and we can read his evidence. Because it seemed 
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to go a different direction, quite frankly, and 
that's — I think it should be fair — 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well 

MR. STEVENSON: — and that should be clarified. 

THE COMMISSIONER: — we can check the transcript, but 

I had the impression that Dr. Adolph had indicated 
that he did not say to Mr. Jarvis simply that 
there was no trauma, he said that trauma was not 
the cause of death, but certainly I'll check that. 
We can check that in the transcript. 

MR. WATSON: My Lord, I know one thing that he 

did say was that all of the injuries noticed on 
Mr. Stonechild were consistent with falling in the 
snow; he certainly said that. 

MR. WORME: The transcript will certainly 

inform us. My Lord. He also said that it was not 
inconsistent with blunt-force trauma, so. 

Q Again, my question, if I can try to get back to 
that, is that Dr. Adolph told you that there was 
no trauma consistent with causing death; true, or 
not true? 

A I believe that would be true, sir. 

Q And the way that you recorded it in your notes is 

that there was no trauma whatsoever? 
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Yes, sir. 
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I believe you had indicated as well on one of the 
occasions that Stella and Erica had attended at 
your office, that they had provided you with 
certain leads? 

Family members had attended, yes, sir. I believe 

You don't recall who they were then? 

X think it was Mrs. Bignell and some other person 
with her, but who exactly I'm not sure. 

You have no notes of that? 

No, sir. 

And you would agree with me that that's pretty 
important information that — 

It was — 

-- you would probably want to record somewhere? 

It was information that was unable to be followed 
up, sir, because — 

Well, whether or not you could follow up on it, 
the fact that it was reported to you, that's all 
I'm asking you right now, Mr. Jarvis, is important 
information that you would want to record? 

Yes. 

And you didn't record it? 

No, I didn't. 

And I believe your testimony was, is that you were 
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hoping that somebody would come through with 
further information so that you could continue on 
that investigation, is that what I understood you 
to say? 

Yes, sir. 

That you wanted a grieving mother and a grieving 
sibling to go do the investigation and to bring 
that back to you? 

No. 

Well, what, then? 

The allegations were made by family members, sir. 
When I questioned as to where this information was 
coming from, I was informed that it was from a 
friend of a friend. I simply requested the names 
of the friend of the friend so that I could go and 
follow up on it. No names were provided to me. I 
then suggested the alternative; if they could not 
provide me with the names, then at least have 
those individual or individuals contact me and 
come in and see me so that I could interview them 
and either verify or not verify the information or 
allegations that were being made. 

All right. Well, quite aside from who was making 
these allegations, the fact of the matter is, is 
the information provided to you is that there were 
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particular individuals that the family members, to 
use your words, were suspicious of? 

A Yes. 

Q And as I recall your testimony, and as I look at 
your notes and I look at your reports, the effort 
that you made to locate these was to do a drive- 
by? 

A No. I don't believe we're talking about the same 
thing here, sir. The allegations against the Ps 
had already been made. The people that I was 
referring to, as far as having a — supplying the 
names in order that I could go interview was the 
ones who were making the allegations to Mrs. 
Stonechild, or Mrs. Bignell. 

Q Okay. About whom? Allegations about whom? 

A That the Ps were responsible. 

Q All right. And you did, as I understand your 

earlier testimony, in looking at your reports, in 
looking at your notes, you did a drive-by; that 
was the extent of your investigation into the Ps? 

A % made attempts to try to locate the Ps and Eddie 
Rushton — 

Q You made at least one attempt. 

A — and was unable to do so. 

Q You made at least one attempt. 
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A That's in my notes. 

Q Yeah. 

A As I indicated, sir, you don't necessarily mark 

down every time you drive by the residence, or go 
by the residence to see if anyone's home. 

Q Well, you have indicated to us that, one, that's 

important information that you would want to note? 

A Yes. 

Q But you made no such note? 

A Of? 

Q Of the various times that you would have attempted 

to locate Mr. P or Mr. Rushton? 

A No, not every time, I didn't, no, sir. 

Q Then why do it at 1400 and 1445? 

A I don't know, sir. That was what I was doing -- 

Q I'm sorry, you have to do better than that. I 
don't — 

A That's what I was doing that day. 

Q Okay. And you weren't doing that any other days - 

A I'm sure I was. 

Q — or found it necessary to make a note of that? 

A I'm sure I probably was, sir, but I didn't make a 

note of it in my notebook. 

Q All right. You've told us where foul play was 
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suspected that there would be a request to turn it 
over to Major Crimes and that the file would then 
basically be kept open forever? 

I believe so, yes, sir. 

And in fairness to you, that is your suggestion in 
your report, that Major Crimes should take a look 
at this? 

Yes. 

And when they didn't, it looks to me at least, Mr. 
Jarvis, that you simply said, well, I did a drive- 
by at the Ps, and at Mr. Rushton's, I looked at 
the snow, file closed? 

I don't believe that was my goal there, sir, at 
all. 

Did you go to your superior and say, "Look, this 
thing really should be looked at by Major Crimes"? 
I don't know if I did or not, sir. I have no 
recollection of it. 

And you've made no note of that? 

No. 

And without a note, you have no independent 
recollection? 

That's correct. 

You've indicated to us that the file was 
maintained, it could be reopened providing 
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somebody did some work on it, right? 

A Any file could be, sir, if additional information 
came to light, yes. 

Q You'll agree with me that once the exhibits are 
destroyed, pretty tough to continue the 
investigation? 

A It certainly increases the difficulty of it, yes, 
sir. 

Q And you provided Officer Morton with instructions 
to destroy the file, or to destroy the exhibits, 
pardon me, on January 13th of '93; do you recall 
that? 

A I don't believe -- I don't think I gave him 

instructions to dispose of the file, sir. He may 
have contacted me in regards to disposing of the 
exhibits and where the status of the file was, and 
I probably advised him of the fact that the file 
had been concluded. I would suspect that exhibit 
storage would have contacted him in regards to 
disposal of the exhibits. 

Q Well, I don't want you to guess on these things, 
all right. I have -- I have an incident report. 
I'm not sure whether this is before the inquiry or 
not? It is? 

A M' hm. 
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"1600, '93 January 12, the following exhibits, 

which have been in exhibit storage were destroyed. 
Sergeant — Staff Sergeant Jarvis indicated the 
case is closed and the exhibits could be 
destroyed. Destroyed were one blue cloth jacket, 
one bomber jacket, one pair of blue jeans, one 
pair of underwear, spandex pants, two socks, one 
left running shoe. This concludes Identification 
Section's dealing in this case." You see, when I 
read that. Officer Jarvis, it looks to me like you 
indicated the case is closed and the exhibits 
could be destroyed. I mean that's exactly what it 
says. 

Well, the document speaks for 
itself, and what it does say is in fact that this 
person said the file was concluded. It doesn't 
say he said the exhibits could be destroyed. I 
think in fairness to the witness, the witness 
probably should see the document, have it placed 
in front of him if he's going to be asked 
questions about it. And certainly if he's going 
to be asked about what is contained in the 
document, all the more reason why he's got to see 
it and have it in front of him. It's a bit of an 
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important point and it's not fair to sort of read. 
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quote from the document, and then quote from it 
again when that is not what it says. 

THE COMMISSIONER: The document's available. It's 

been entered here as I understand. 

MR. HESJE: It's P-67. 

Q MR. WORME: Mr. Jarvis, you have that exhibit 

in front of you now that I've just referred to? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Take an opportunity to review that. 

A It would appear, sir, that a Jet Set was sent from 
myself to Sergeant Morton on the 8th of May, 1992. 
I go to the bottom line, "File in" -- where it 
says, "File in C.R." 

Q And is there a copy of that Jet Set available? 

A % don't know, sir. 

Q And I gather that the Jet Set that you referred 

to, that's the interoffice memos we've heard much 
about? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And that would indicate specifically whether or 

not you had instructed the exhibits could be 
destroyed? 

A T believe, when I think, what may have happened, 
sir, is a Jet Set would have come from Ident 
Officer Morton advising possibly that he had been 
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contacted in regards to disposal of the exhibits 
and wanting to know the situation regarding the 
file. I would simply send a response on that Jet 
Set back to him. 

And might that response say that the file remains 
open, pending the receipt of further information, 
or had it, by that date at least, been formally 
closed? 

I don't know if it had been formally closed or 
not, sir, but two years after the fact now, I 
would have simply said that the file was concluded 
and the exhibits could be returned or disposed of. 
Okay. And one of the first things that you told 
us today, sir, is that the death of this boy was 
in a location that could not be explained? 

Right. 

It was an inexplicable death, in your own mind? 

Yes. 

And notwithstanding that, you give the go-ahead 
for the exhibits to be destroyed? 

There had been no other information come forward, 
sir/ to suggest any further investigation on the 
file, to my knowledge. 

And while I appreciate no information came 
forward, nor did you do any actual investigation 
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to seek out that information; that's true, isn't 
dt:, Mr. Jarvis? 

A I don't know, sir. I was -- I was not — 

Q Well, you were there. You must know whether you 
did further investigation or not. 

MR. STEVENSON: Let him answer the question. 

A X wasn't in Morality at the time, sir. 

Q MR. WORME: So it was no longer — the buck 

wouldn't stop with you, then, at that point, is 
that what you're telling us? 

A The file — the file would have been — request 
for conclusion was made in 1990, sir. The file 
would have been placed in Central Records. In 
1991 I was promoted to Staff Sergeant, moved out 
of Morality into Uniform division. I no longer 
had any involvement with Morality files or any 
file that I may have had at that time. 

Q Okay. So once a file is recommended for 

conclusion and placed in Central Records, and you 
were moved out of the section, that is out of 
Morality — 

A Right. 

Q -- what's the likelihood of that ever being 
reopened? 

A It could be reopened at any time, sir, if any — 
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any file could be. If any information was brought 
to light in regards to any file, the original file 
should be able to be pulled from Central Records, 
photocopied and reassigned to an investigator. 

Q Okay. Did you leave word behind then, from the 

position that you would have occupied in Morality, 
there still is this outstanding case which, while 
it's concluded, we're awaiting further 
information? 

A No, sir, that was the last page I believe in my 

report that I left, that the file was concluded at 
this time. 

Q And I appreciate that, and my question simply is, 
is that once that file is concluded, it is 
approved for conclusion by your superior — 

A Correct. 

Q — it's moved to Central Records. You move out of 
Morality. 

A Right. 

Q How would anybody that came to take the position 
in. Morality know that there is outstanding issues 
on that file? 

A I don't know, sir. 

Q There is no way, is there? 

A I don't believe there is, no. 
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1 Q So once you recommended it for conclusion and it 

2 goes to Central Records, for all intents and 

3 purposes that's the end of it, isn't it? 

4 A It could very well be. 

5 THE COMMISSIONER: I'm not sure that's what I 

6 understood his answer to be. I gather what you're 

7 saying, Mr. Jarvis, is that when you said it was 

8 concluded for the time being, it would take some 

9 external activity, that is somebody would have to 

10 come in with new information, a new report, some 

11 sort of intelligence, to cause the reactivation of 

12 this temporarily-closed file. 

13 THE WITNESS: That's correct. 

14 THE COMMISSIONER: Is that what you're saying? 

15 THE WITNESS: Yes, My Lord. 

16 THE COMMISSIONER: Right. 

17 Q MR. WORME: And as you know, or at least you've 

18 been asked about it, in March of 1991 Mrs. Bignell 

19 was still concerned about the investigation, about 

20 the fact that information that she had provided 

21 and others had provided was not followed up on, 

22 such that it became the subject of a media report? 

23 ...concerned about the investigation, about the 

24 fact that information that she had provided and 
others had provided was not followed up on, such 
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that it became the subject of a media report. I 
believe that's — 

A I have no knowledge of that, sir. 

Q — marked here in these proceedings. And you've 
told us you had no knowledge of that because you 
were out of the system by then or, at least, 
certainly out of Morality? 

A That's correct, sir, yes. 

Q And I believe you've already confirmed to us that 
once you are out of Morality and the file is moved 
to Central Records the likelihood of that ever 
being revived is zero. 

A Unless there's more that's indicated. 

THE COMMISSIONER: That's not what I understood him to 

say. I understood him to say that if some 
•intelligence, information, request, report came 
in, that could lead to the reactivation of the 
f ile. 

WITNESS: That is correct. 

THE COMMISSIONER: But it would take some external 

action to bring that about, likely. 

WITNESS: Yes, some additional information on 

that file. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Unless somebody took an independent 

action to do it on their own, to reopen the file 
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or something? 

That is correct. If the 

information was there, there was nothing to stop 
any member of the police service from going to 
Central Records and pulling the original file. 

MR. WORME: Okay. And we understand that was, 

in fact, done, that somebody did go to Central 
Records, somebody did make a copy of that file. 

I don't know, sir. 

Well, I mean, that's the only reason we're here 
today. In any event, let me move on. You've told 
us that at least one thing you were certain about, 
Mr. Jarvis/ is that there was no suggestion of any 
Saskatoon Police Service involvement in Mr. 
Stonechild's demise? 

That is correct. 

And the reason that you're certain about that is 
that it's not in your notes? 

It's not in my notes, it's not in the reports. 

But similarly, there's no notes of any response 
from Hartwig or Senger? 

No, sir. 

So we take it from that there was no response? 

I don't know if there was or not, sir, I have no 
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recollection. 
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Q You see the trouble I'm having is you're telling 
us that if it isn't in your notes it didn't 
happen. 

A That's correct. 

Q So if there's no note of your having received a 
response from Hartwig or Senger, then it didn't 
happen? 

A I may not have. 

Q There is a process of moving files, we've been 
told, at the Saskatoon Police Service, from 
complaint, to assignment to particular individuals 
for investigation, to investigation, to 
resolution, to closure; correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And that there are specific measures taken all the 
way along for the purposes of what? I would 
suggest to you that it is to assure transparency 

and accountability; would you agree with that? 

A For the assignment of the files and follow-up and 

diary dates, yes. 

Q And that's the reason why you have to have the 
unit supervisor sign off, for example, once — 

A That is correct. 

Q — the file is closed? 
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Yes. 
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And it's meant to ensure that controversy or other 


such things that are occurring are within the 
knowledge of the upper management? 

Yes, I would agree with that. 

And so in the conduct and execution of one's duty 
as a police officer, you're either a conduit or 
you're a clog in that system? 

That's your choice of words, I guess, yes, sir. 
Would you agree with that? I mean if you're doing 
your job as a police officer within that system 
that I've just outlined, which I think you've 
agreed with, then you are ensuring that these 
issues go up the ladder, that what you do as part 
of your investigation ultimately is signed off on 
by someone who can be held accountable for it? 

Yes. 

And in this case who was your supervisor that 
authorized the closure of that file, which you 
recommended? 

X believe it may have been Staff Sergeant Bolton 
— or. Bud Johnson. 

You're not at all certain? 

He was my supervisor during the dates of the 
investigations. 

But there's no question that you recommended that 
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the file be closed? 

A I recommended or requested that the file be 

concluded at that time. That would then go to my 
immediate supervisor. 

Q Okay. And so the buck stops where, Mr. Jarvis? 

A I don't know, sir. 

MR. WORME: My Lord, those are all the 

questions that I have, Mr. Curtis has some 
questions to follow. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Well, before we start into that, 

these have been very, very detailed questions on 
your part and I understood you were going to be 
asking general questions. 

MR. WORME: I thought they were. 

THE COMMISSIONER: In any event, we want to ensure 

that Mr. Curtis is not going to travel the same 
ground, and I have to be assured that he simply 
won't review what you've already asked about. And 
your questioning was quite focussed. 

MR. WORME: I agree entirely. 

THE COMMISSIONER: I'm sorry, Mr. Stevenson? 

MR. STEVENSON: (Inaudible) My Lord, that's the 

point I wanted to rise and make. 

THE COMMISSIONER: We won't have time to start that 

today. But I have to be sure, Mr. Curtis, that 
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you're not going to travel the same ground. 

MR. CURTIS: Well that certainly wouldn't be my 

intention. My Lord, and I'm sure — 

THE COMMISSIONER: What areas do you Intend to ask him 

about, then? 

MR. CURTIS: Well just probably more detail, I 

think, on the interviews with Mr. Martell and Mr. 
— with the RCMP and, as well, there are probably 
specific areas that I might suggest would be 
contradictions in what's been said here so far, 
that I don't think Mr. Worme has touched on, 
although, I mean, they would certainly pertain to 
topic areas that have been covered here. But I — 
I believe I've done the best in my preparation 
here to question on very specific areas and 
specific aspects of, certainly ground that has 
been covered by Mr. Worme, but not in the detail 
that I would intend to do it. I don't believe 
It's a follow-up to what Mr. Worme has done here 
and I will make my best efforts to avoid that and 
certainly I'm sure we'll hear one way or the other 
if I stray that way. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Welly if you're going to ask 

questions about the interviews, that's one matter. 
But the difficulty with bifurcating any cross- 
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examination or examination is the danger that as 
the new and untired examiner enters he or she may 
travel through the same territory, and I don't 
want that. And I'm sure counsel will bring it to 
my attention if it happens, but I'm going to ask 
you to be very disciplined and focussed in what 
you ask, and not to ask questions with respect to 
the areas that have been canvassed very, very 
fully by Mr. Worme. And you have the opportunity 
overnight to review your notes so as to ensure 
that we have economy in your cross-examination. 

MR. CURTIS: Yeah. 

THE COMMISSIONER: How are you bearing up? 

WITNESS: Fine, thank you. My Lord. 

THE COMMISSIONER: All right. Very well, we'll 

adjourn, then, until tomorrow. 

(PROCEEDINGS ADJOURNED AT 4:58 P.M.) 
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